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Reverend Sir, 


take into their ſerious Con ſidera- 


. 
9 
! 
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for the other Side of the Queſtion, would at leaſt 
be fair and exceeding plauſible. I expected allo 


to be treated with great Tenderneis, Charity and 
Candour by Gentlemen of ſo great Integrity and 
Worth. I am ſorry to find that the Pamphlet 
which you have lately publiſhed does not in any- 


wiſe anſwer my Expectations, 


Tux Deſign of this Letter is not to rake no- 
tice of any bitter Inve&ives which you ufe, or 
angry Epithets which you are pleaſed to beſtow _ 
apon me; Theſe call for the Exerciſe of Meck- 
neſs, Patience and Forgiveneſs. I ſhall only beg 
Leave to recommend to your ſerious Thoughts 
a 8 e gl 


T was with great Pleaſure thatl 
received ſome Months ago a cer- 
tain Information, that the Stews 
art*TownsSociety had vouchſafed to 


= tion 4 Pamplilet which I lately 
1bliſhed, containing Reaſons againſt the Inpoſition 
of Subſcription to the Weſtminſter-Conſeſſion, or any 
juch Human Tefts of Orthodoxy, together with An- 
Frere to the Arguments for ſuch Impofition 8 | hop- 5 
ech to fee the Arguments for Subſcription ſet in a 
ey dlear and ſtrong Light by ſo many Learned = 
and ſudicious Divines : And chat their Anſwers 
to the Arguments which I have humbly offer d 
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be. 5 55 eee 4 "hy 
|. : ay "Obſervation which the great Wi 71 
I - #Hofor makes on theſe Words of St. Jude, Jet Mi- 
. chael the Arcbangel, when contending with the Devil, 
_ he diſputed about the Body of Mes, durſt not brig 
 againft him a railing Accuſation. * His duty rc 
b ſtrained him from it, and probably his Diſcre- 
© tion too As he durſt not offend God, in do- 
* ing a thing {o much beneath the Dignity and 
> Perfection of his Nature; ſo he could not bur 
© think, that the Devil would have been too hard 
for him at railing ; a thing to which as the An- 
gels have no diſpoſition, ſo I believe that they 
© have no Talent, no Faculty at it; The coo! 
1:3 Conſideration whereof ſhould make all Mer, 
RY © eſpecially thoſe who call themſelves Divmes, and 
if © eſpecially in Controverſies about Religion, 3 
© © ſhamed and afraid of this Manner of diſputing 
77 © ſince Michae! the Archangel even when he di Mente 
EE © with the Devil, durſt not bring againſt him a railin N 
—_ 1 Accuſation *. Sermon on the Nature, Office, and 
. Employment of good Angels. But perhaps you 
li will pay a greater Regard to the Judgment of the 
_ |. late Rev'd Profeſſor Dp, who ſays, in his ce. 
lIleoebrated Preface to a Collection of Confeſſions, ; 
—_: : - xx1, © Were the Devil a Writer of . 
© ſuch would be his Methods; Satyr would us 
_*© doubtedly be his chief Talent, and uncharitab e 
WH © Heats, and calumnious Repreſentations, and 
n © heavy Charges upon the contrary Side, would 
ET. be Engines ſuitable enough to his helliſn Ten, 
—_ per and Defigns : Bur it is a ſtrange Inconſiſter- 
1 cy in one who pretends to argue in Defence of 
; 48 © any Part of Chriſtianity ſo mild and gentle and 
charitable an Inſtitution, a Religion, the dis 
tinguiſhing Beauties whereof are Love and Be— 
* nevolence and Forheatance, to do it by Artiß Ice 
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© which owe their Being to e Anger, 
pride and Wrath, as if cheſe could ever be uſeful 


c 


** 


Jowly Jeſus. Modeſty, Candor and Charity 


- 


Lin 


ſeem to be eſſential to a Chriſtian one. I hope, 
Sir, that when you calmly conſider theſe Things, 


von will be ſorry for the indecent and unchriſtian 
Method in which this Controverly is treated in 
Tis my fixed 
Purpoſe not to return railing for railing ; For T 
would account it a fin againſt "God: And am con- 
veinced that a Victory at that TIP would be 2 
inglorious 
Tux Buſineſs of this Letter is to ds Jaſtice to 
my own Character with reſpe& ro a Charge 
brought againſt me in the Reply which you have 
_ publiſhed to the Preface to my Regſont, Page 4. 
W here you ſay; If Mr. IIALI DA had not ſince - 


the Pamphlet publiſhed by you. 


* i720. denyed 2 Branch of the ſecond Article of 


chere woutd have becn fome fewer Jealouſies, 


chan there are. But ſince he has poſitively __ 
_ © nyed thoſe Words: without COMPOSITI- 


ON cannot think, til I am better informed, but 
he has ſaid more againſt himſelf, and rivetted 


ſon 


to any thing which belongs to the meek and 


are the chief Qualities 0 any Writer, but they 


the Eight Chapter of the Confeſſion of Faith, 


ſome Suſpicions in the Minds of Tone, more than 

all his Accuſers ever did: For ſuch an Aﬀertion 
is to me fome Evidence, that ſome unſuitable . 
prehenſions of the Glorious Son of COD, and 
+ thoſe which ſeem inconſiſtent with primitive . 
Purity, are entertained. For if the Son of GOD 
ea Perſon from all Fternity, can there, i in any 
proper Senſe, be 2 Compoſition in his Per- 
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Most not the Parts compounding, be be- 
© fore the Compound ? So the ſecond Perſon 


© of the Glorious Trinity, not abſolutly Eternal, 


nor Self-Exiſtent, o 
© Taz late Dr. Ferguſon's Letter, helps to iu- 
* creaſe the Jealouſies of many. It is as follows. 


I fee your People have not left off their Phariſaical Zens 
for the Traditions of the Fathers, more than the great 
Inportant Truths of the Goſpel. The CONFESSION 
they are very little Judges of, is their great DIANA. © 
to which the Scriptures mui yield. The BIBLE bh 
be my Foundation, and no CONFESSION of FAL- © 
 LIBLF Men; eſpecially ſuch large ones; with ſome 
wery abſtruſe Notions, as our, of 170 Articles, and a- 
bode a thouſand Propofitions, Some VAIN PHIL O- 
_ SOPMY!, as Chap. viii. Art. 2. Where it is afferte!! 
that two diſtinit Natures are without Compoſition. 
(Here you ſay, the Confeſſion of Faith is ſalſiy cited nt 
Reader by turning to the Place may obſerve) Make ] 
Zealot unriddle me that, before I Subſcribe that Notion, 
or Untruth, to be the Confeſſion of my Faith. Severo! 
other ſuch I could give, but this may Suffite to cool the 
Temper of any hot Zealot that negleft; the Bible. 


I775ꝗ• Jour old Friend. VICTOR HERE 


Ap now Sir give me Leave to expoſtulate 
with you. To what Purpoſe have you publifhed 
this Piece of Secret Hiſtory? Have I ſaid one 
Word in the Reaſons to which you pretend to 
publiſu an Anſwer concerning the 2d Article of the 
Eight Chapter of the M̃eſiminſter-Confeſſiun? Tho- 
were able to prove you to be a wicked Man, won!-' 
this be a fair Anſwer to your Defence? And 
vou were able to prove me to be erroneous in 


ſome other Point, would this weaken any of my 


Arguments againſt the Impoſition of Sabſcript:- 


on, 


F 
on, or render any of my Anſwers to your Argu- 
ments inſufficient ? Why would you divert the 


Attention of your Readers from the Subje& con- 
cerning which you protefledly write ? Does not 
this give cauſe to ſuſpect, that you are diffident of 


0 ſeek for Satisfaction in the Way which Chrift 
ſought to be ſatisfy'd in a private Way, does this 


proſecuted according to the Rules of Chriſtian 
Diſcipline and of our Aſſociation? Was it juſt to re- 


{iſe me the Peruſal of the Sheets in which that 
Charge is contained, when I made this my humble 


_ andearneſt Requeſt to you, giving you this Rea- 
bon for it, that I thought it neceſſary, that my 
Vindication ſhould appear in the World as ſoon 
as the Accuſation ; Was this to do to me, what 

yan. would have others to do to you? Was 


it not rathsr to take the molt miſchievous Method 
of ſpreading Scandal? Have you Leave from the 
Brother with whom I converſed concerning the 


WM Propoſition which you mention, to publiſh an Ac- 
| count of our Conyerſatiqn 2 Has He gone into 
x. 5 the ſame Notions of Friendſhip, Honour and ſul- 
: tice which you expreſs, Iutrod. conſid. p. 13. 14? 
. 55 Are all the. Member O of the Stewartown-Soctety of | 


your Arguments. And that you know your whole 
ſtrength to lie in raiſing uncharitable Jealouſies 
in the Minds of Men? If you have taken Offence 
at any thing I have drop'd in private Converſati- 
u with a Brother in the Miniſtry, why did you 


has inftitured ? Can you ſay, that 1 ever refuſed 
togiug you Satisfaction that Way ? If others, as you 
intimate, have uſed any of their Brethren ill, who 


_ juſtify a Tranſgreſſion of the plain Laws of the 
Goſpel in my Caſe ? If I had obſtinately perſiſted 
in any Hereſy or Crime, ought I not to have been 
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for ever loſt ? Muſt private Converſation be di! 


vulged, whenever we know any Thing Of a Bro- 
ther or Friend that has a Tendency to black 
his Reputation? Can it be accounted genergus 
to accuſe a Perſon, whom we never could have 


accuſed if he had not confided in us, and uſed us 
as Friends? Is this agreeable to the Light of Na- 
ture, and to the Laws of Humanity, which have 
ever been reſpected not only by the polite, but 
even by the moſt barbarous Nations? Can this be 
' reconciled to the plain Laws of God? Pſal. xv. ;. 


A true Worſhipper of God, and an Heir of the 


celeſtial Felicity and Glory is defcribed to be onc. 


that backbiteth not with his Tongue, nor doth evil to 


Neighbour, nor taketh up a Reproach againſt his Neigh- 
bon r. 1. e. that does not abuſe his Tongue to De- 
eration, nor is any other way injurious, not even 
by believing lightly, and ſpreading Reproaches 
which others have begun. The wiſe, Man tells us, 
Prov. xi. 13. that a Tale-bearer, revealeth Secrets ; 
bur. he that 16 a faithful Spirit concealeth the matter 
On which let me tranſcribe to. you Biſhop Patrick's 


Paraphraſe, © A Man whoſe Trade it is to ingra- 
© tiate himſelf by defaming others; will not ſtic!: 


moſt treacherouſly to diſcover the Secrets where- 
with they have intruſted him: Bur a Man whole 
Mind is ſtedfaſtly fixed to be true, and faithful 
d tdo his Neighbours, will ſtudy (tho' they have 
not deſired him) to hide thoſe things, which. 
© þejag known, may prove injurions to them 
And Prov. xx. 19. Solomon repeats the fame Cha- 
racter of a Tale-bearer, or treacherous Perſon, thar 
he revealeth Secrets, and recommends it to us to 
have no Familiatity with one whom we have rea 
1. on to Suſpect, as capable of ſuch baſe Diſingenui- 
ty. Pleaſe at your Leiſure to conſider Lev. x 1%. 


16. Jer vi. 28. ix, 2. 4. Back, zxii. 9). Bur 
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OTST 1; 

nr you lay, that Calumaies and Reproaches 
ye bet caſt on the Prezbyterians in the North 
of 1:/and, and twice publiſhed, and therefore you 
em to think, that you are at Liberty to bettay 


private Converſation, that by ſo doing you may 


aduce impartial Men to think more favourably 


of ſome Synodical Canons, p. 13. But am I charge- 
able with publiſhing Reproaches againſt the Fre- 
Iſteriaus infthe North of Ireland, becauſe I could 
10 longer avoid the publication of ſome plain and 
obvious, and, as I think, ſolid and unanſwerable + 
Reaſons againſt ſome Suodical Laws, now in be- 
, with reſpe& to Miniſterial Communion ; and 


* 


Commumon, in which Principle you profeſs your 


Agreement with me p. 13. what Purpoſe can you 


hope to ſerve by the Stories, you mention? Were 
they all true, can they warrant the Church in re- 


quiring as a Term of Communion what Chrift has 


not required under the Penalty of Non- com muni- 
1 * Or do you think, that, by the Laws of the 
Goſpel, you are allowed to return evil for evil? 


Jet me beg of you to confider Prov. xxv. 9. De» 
e thy Cauſe with thy Neighbour ; and diſcover not 
a Secret to another. It your Canle is good defend 

ic by proper Arguments, but let not your Debate, 


induce you to diſcover other Secrets which per- 


| tain not to it. Let me fer before you theſe Pre- 
cepts of an Heathen Poet Horace, Ep. L. 1. Ep. xviti, 


Arciinum neque tu Scrutaber's ulius unquam, 
 Conimiſſunque teges, CF. ine tortus et ir. 


| Give me Leave at leaſt to recommend to my 
FF VCC N Friends 


1 0 


againſt a Principle which too many eſpouſe, tho“ 
1 have never charged the Synod with it, with re- 
dect to Chriſtian Communion ? If the Church 
[15 no Power to narrow or 1nlarge the Terms of 
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Friends fome Lines of that ſame excellent Auth, 
Fingere qui non viſa pateſs; commiſſa tacere 
Qui neſuit bis niger qt: buns th, Romane, caves 
WII you after cooler Thoughts venture to af- 
frm, that becauſe we are indiſpenſibly bound to 
dijyulge thoſe ſecret Deſigns and Conſpiracies which 
tend to the Subverſion of the Stats and rhe Ru. 
in of gur Fellow-Subjeds, it mult therefore be or 
» Duty to diſcayer all the Errors and Sins of which 


We know any of our Felloys-Chriltians to be gail 


ty? Do nat the Laws of the Land oblige us 0 
diiſcover all Treaſons and treaſonable Conſpiraci. 
es; but can you ſhew a Law of God which ob!i- 
ges us to divulge all the ſecret Errors and Fau!rs 
of our Brethren ? Is not fin as much Treaſon and 
Rebellion agaiuſt rhe King of Kings, as Error! 
Has not he told us expreſsly, that Love covers, ot 
gaſts a Vail over, 4% Sins, Prov. x. 12. And that 
be that covereth a Tranſgreſſion, feeheth Love ; but that 
be who repeateth a Matter feparateth very Friend, 
Prov. x4it.g? Muſt even Sins repented of, 
Errors ſolemnly difowned, or as you would inſin 

__ ate p. 11. recanted, be publiſhed alſo ? Can any 
Man who believes ſuch Things to be lawful © 
cerely aſfent to the Account which the Meſm 

_ ter-Aﬀemnbly has given us in the larger Catechiſm ©: 
the Duties required, and of the Sins forbidden by 
the ninth Commandment? And with what ſhtw 

of Juſtice can you pretend to load me, with tl: 
Guile ſome of broken Sentences, ſaid to have be. 

_ uttered in the Weſtof England by, perhaps ſom: 
School-Bays, or Rakes, atJeaſt by Perſons whom 

I nerer aN, and of whom J had never heard, ti 
I read your Defence ? Are the Non: ſubſcriber, in 
Teugland fairly treated by you, when 1 =o 
e Dn er A Toe 


(jr). 


Tittle-Tattle colle&ed and publiſhed by an ang- 


ry Adverſary of theirs, and the Falſhood of which 


nas been proved long ago; you would repreſent. 
them as à very ignorant, erroncous, and impious 
det of Men ? Would it be fair in an Euglſbh Sub- 


[cy;bet, ro repreſent the Nom:ſubſcribers in this Kings 


4m, in the falle Colours in which they are ſhown 
by the uncandid Authors of the Mind of the Synod, 
Nw Light fet in a clear Light, more Light, Remarks 
Arnumentative and Hiſtorical, My C ARK S two 
Letters, or the Rep/ Ach you have pnbliſked-to 
"Su it, Sir, that the Arts ok 
Calumny and Detraction, which have been uſed 
in Exgtand to render odious the main Body of 


my Introduction? 


tue Nonconformif7s there, have only rendred theit 
Superior Worth more illuſtrions: And that all 


the Reproaches with which you are pleaſed to 
load your Non- ſulſcribing Brethren in Treland, while 
you are afraid to bring your Accuſations againſt 5 
any of them in particular, will not be able to 
make an Impreſſion upon honeſt and unprejudiced 
Minds. If any of us are guilty of Hereſy, or Im- 
morality, let vs be tryed and condemned; but it 
looks very like Malice or Envy to afperſe, when 
vou dare not reduce your Accuſations to a Cer- 


LLnty. 
Ts true, id. that you have charged me 


by Name of having denyed a Propoſition in the 
2 Art, of the viii. Chap. of the Vn minfer-Com 
jon. from whence you conclude, that 1 have 
entertained ſome unſaitable : Apprehenſions, of the 
Son of God, ( inconſiſtent with primitive Purity) 
Pp: arricularly, that he is not abſolutely eternal and 
ſeifexiſtent. And to encreaſe the ſealonſies of 
Many, you publiſh a Letter of the late Door 
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Bur ie Treatment you have thought 6: 


to give me, I cannot think your Attempt to 
wound the Memory of Door FERGUSON in 


any wiſe juſtifiable. "Be was a Gentleman of great: 
Probity, good Senſe, ſolid Learning, and of a 
truly generous and Chriſtian Spirit. He was * 


of Reverence and Love to God, of Benevolenc: 


to Mankind, and of fervent extenſive Charity 


to all good Chriſtians of whatever Donominat . 
on. He for the ſpace of fourty years went about 
doing as much good, as, I vetily believe, 
Man, among us, in his Station, ever did. Up- 
on him came the Bleſſing of many who were rea- 
dy to periſh, whom he fed, clothed and lodg«1. 
at the ſame time, that, without any Proſpect 0 
a Reward in this World, beſides the Favor 
God, and that noble Pleaſure which conſe. 
Vertne yields, he cured their Diſeaſes ; an 
_ whoſe Minds he endeavour'd alſo to impreſs w wit 
a 2 ſerious Senſe of true Religion. He was emi- 
nently humble, meek, patient, ſelfdenyed, ſincere 
and candid, ready always to put the moſt favour- 
able Conſſruction upon the Words and Actions cf 
| Men, and to forgive the greateſt Injuries thi: 
| were done him, with which his calm and peac:- 
ful Mind hardly ever was ruffled. e 
a long Life filled up with uſeful Services, he dil- 
covered a lively Faith, a firm Hope, and an hc: 
venly Frame of Soul. As he approached nearer 
do that blisful Abode, where perfect Peace ang 
: Love ſhall for ever reign, his Love to God, 1 
to all good Men was remarkably increaſed. Bs I 
End was Peace. In a very triumphant and edi 
ing Manner, he left this World: And in his laſt 


Hours he expreſſed his Charity towards you, and 
his Concern for your Weltare, notwithſtard ing 
| | | thc 
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tion. To trample upon the Aſhes of a dead Friend 


5 appears to me, to be very unbecoming a Man, 
who has any Senſe of Generofity or Honour, If 


pre Religion and undefiled is to viſit the 8 
l 


5:4 IWidows in their Affliction, and to keep one's 


al: 2 from the World ; If Love is the fulfling of 
F % Law ; If the Wiſdom which 5; from above, is firſt 
pie e, then peaceable, gentle and enſy to be intreated, 
| /+ll of Mercy and good Pruits, without Partiality, and 
without Hypocriſy ; Tf we are to judge of Men ac- 
cording to the Direction which our bleſſed Saui- 
ur gives us, Mat. vii. from the 15. verſe ; We are 
bound in the Judgment of Charity to believe the 
Gentleman whoſe Memory you have endeavoured 
to blaſt, to have begn an excellent Saint. And 
low have you done this? By publiſhing and miſ- 

: cepreſenting after his Death, a private Letter 
hich he wrate in Confidence to his Friend | 
ad it been poſſible for Mr. Kennedy to bear a 
Grudge to a Perſor fo inoftendive, fo holy and be- 

-cficent, as Doctor Fer onufou was (which I hope 
| you never did) it were Cruelty to carry your Re- 
b ut ment ſo-far as to perſecute his Memory. One 
ould think, that it might have ſufficed you to 
have had an Actite Hand in procuring his Con- 
demnattem; as Diſturber of the Peace j the Church, 
; 7 the General Syed, 1723. (under which heavy 
Cenſure he dyed) tho' he had never been accuſed, 
never cged to 2 never heard | in his own De 


fence ? 


the ill Treatment oy 0. apprehended himſelf 
o have received from you. 

Character ſeems to me A be very unworthy of a 
Miniſter of the Goſpel : and I hope, that, with». 
out Offence, I may tell you, that to imitate it 
would be more for your Advantage and Reputa- 


0 blacken ſuch a 


n (14) 
fence ? Tis my , earneſt Prayer to God, that he 
may grant you Repentance; in which Petition, 
L am confident, that the Doctor, were he yet 2 
live, would heartily joyn with me. 

- NoTwirnsSTANDING the Letter which 
1 you. have publiſhed, and your Reaſoning upon 
1 .dt;, I freely own, that I am ſtill perſuaded, that 

Doctor Victer Terguſon was à true Diſciple and 
Servant of Chriſt, intituled, according to the Go 


1 

Wi - pPel-Charter, to all the Priviledges which Kin; 

8 Jaeſus has granted to his Subjects; that he was re- 
ile FTLeeived of God, and one whom the Chriſtian 
WH Church was, by the Authority of her great Law. 

1 giver, bound to receive to Chriſtian Communion, 

Li! Which he demanded, or to Miniſterial Commu- 
# nion, it he had delired it; and that ne is now a Pa- 

9 [ Anacker ofthe Inheritance of the Saiuts ; that he en. 

„ rertained no Apprehenſions of the glorious Son 
[| of God, which appeared to him, to be unſuitable. 
14 and ineonſiſtent with Primitive Purity; and that 

448 he firmly believed the abſolute Eternity and Sc“ 
vs Exiſtence of our Saviour Deity; tho tis pol- 


ible that he did believe that the Perſon of the 

_ G4d-Man is not only God, but Man alſo, and con- 
ſequently that he is a COMPOUND PERSON 
conſiſting of the united Divine and Human Na- 

tures, and not of the Divine Nature only. 
Aol beg Leave to obſerve, that tho' Doctor 
Mzuſon ſeems to have doubted of the Truth, or 
Importance of a Propoſition contained in the :4 
3: 8 Air. of the viii. Chap. of the MWftminſter-Confe(/:- 
Vn; (For he calls it a Notion, or Untruth) yet in 


lf that very particular he agreed with the greater 
Part of Orthodox primitive Christians, and with thc ̃ 
ö 3 l - moſt Orthodox Reformed Divines, The Conſelſ 1 
| | ſays, that (in Chriſt, after that the . ol 
38 fries „ Ff... 


jority of the Weftminſter-Aſſembly do aſſert, that 
un the Perfon of the God-mar after the Incarnatian 
of the LOGOS there is no COMPOSE 
TION, tho' in it two diſtin& and very differ- 
ent Natures, the Divine and the Human, were 
then inſeparably joyned together, or, which is 
the ſame thing, that the Perſon of the God-man is 
2 /mple, and not a COMPOUND Perſon. 
And I am glad to find by what you have faid Pre- 
ſace confidered p. 4. that I ſhall have no Debate 
with you concerning the meaning of the Word 
COM FRIES Coon SHE ionmyoo 
Now find that in this Point, not Doctor 
:r0uſen, but the Majority of the Weſtminſter Aſ- 
ſeinbly, has contradicted the Doctrine of the Pri- 
tive Church; you may chuſe, whether you will 
cal! that PRIMITIVE PURITY, or no. For 
this a great many Proofs might be offered, but I 
hall mention only a few, which appear to me to 
be ver weighty. The Deciſion of the Hud of 
e againſt Paulus Samoſjatenus Biſhop of Anti- 
ch, is enough to juſtify what I {2y. You know, 5 
dir, how that, that Arch-Heretick, having diſco- 
vered a very proud and tyrannical Spirit, and have. 
Ko that Chriſt is a meer Man, and that 


God had aſſumed the Human Natare, being con- 


ceived by the Power of the Holy Ghoſt in the 
Womb of the Virgin Mary) two Whole, Perſeti 


and Diſtinft Natures, the Godhead and the Manhood, 
were inſeparably joyned together in One Perſon auitſiout 
COMPOSITION. Where tis plain that the Ma- 


1g alſo taug 


be did not come from Heaven, ſix hundred Biſhops = 


N * 


* 


and Presbyters met at Antioch, Anno 265, who 
imartly reproved the Artogancy of Paul, and cot 
deraned the Hereſy which. he had taught; to 

which Reproof and Condemnation he then "_— 


3 (16 ) 3 

ed to ſubmit. You know that about the year 270, 
or, as others ſay, Anno 272, the principal Men- 
bers of that Ynrod to the Number of ſeven) 
Biſhops met again at Autioch, where they depoſed 
* Paul of Samoſate (who had returned to his former 
7} - Hereſy and Arrogant.Behaviour ).and ordained 
wel Domnus in his Place, writing in favour of Do 

= Letters of Communion to all the Biſhops, Presb 
Wi ters and Deacons and to the whole Catholic: 
Church under Heaven. Lou know, that notwitl- | 
N ſtanding this, Paul for ſome time kept Poſſeſſion 
1 of the Church of Antioch, and that the Aflair was 
referred to the Heathey Emperour Aurelian, wlio 
decreed the Place to thoſe of whoſe Doctrine tlic 
- Biſhops of Laly and Rome did approve ; upon 
which Paul was diſplaced. ', © © 


4 . 


Fon what is ſaid I think it abundantly plain, 
that not only the Eaſtern, but the Weſtern Church» 
es, allo, did in the main approve of the O. 
_ thedoxy of the Autiochian Fathers, at leaſt cha 
they found nothing in the Deciſions of that SH 
which could warrant a Breach of Communion. It 
Were eaſ y to ſhew, that a very great Regard Was 
in following Ages paid to that Synod ; I fhall o 
obſerve, that Saint Athanaſius, de Synod. Expret!- 
es a great deal of Tenderneſs for thoſe who cho 
rather to uſe the Phraſes of the Council of 4: 
tioch, than thoſe of the Council of Nice; and mai!- 

_ tains, that it would be unlawful to blame the Ant. 
ecchian Fathers; that it would bes ſcandalous to ren 
ent them as dijjering in Opinion from the Nicene! 
4 RT. and that it is contrary to Religion to ſay, thi! 
[ } either the one or the other Council had ſpoken wrong, 
N { P77 the Fathers of both thefe Councils were dead 
wm , Chriſt. But I believe, Sir, that you will not de. 


0 15 ) ' 


ny that the Orthodoxy "4 the Sod of Antioch 


has been conſtantly and univerſally acknowledge 


cd by the Chriſtian Church. 


Bur 1t is undenyable, that with Reſpect to 


the Propoſition which you mention, the Sod of 
_ Antioch and the Weſtminfter-dfſembl flatly contra⸗ 
diet one another. The Weſtminſter: Aſſembly ſays; 
that in Chriſt two difFin? Natures the God- hend 
aud the Man-hood, were inſeparabi) joined together 
ithout=compoſition, or which is the ſame thing, 
that the Perſon of the God-man is uncompsunded. 
On the other hand the Biſhops Aſſembled in the So 


at Antioch in their Determination concerning the Incar- 


uation of the Word of God, and Expoſition againſt 


Paul of Samoſate, expreſsly cal! Chriſt a CO M- 
P OUND PERSON. We conſeſi, ſay they, 


"ſus Chriſt our Lor d, begotten of the Father according 
to the Spirit before all) Ages, and born of a Virgin 
 eccording to the Flyh in the Fatt Days, { EN PRO. 
 S0PON! SYNTHETON EC THEOTE TOS O 
 RANIOU CAL ANTHROPETAS SARCOS] "| TE 
Perſon COMPOUNDED f the heavenly Deity aud 
the Human Feb. And 1 cannot but obſerve that 
Anno 382, ( the year immediately following thar 
in which the ſecond Ozcumenical Council at Conftau- 
tinople was held, a great many ot the Fathers of 
that Council being again aſſembled at Conſtantinople 


about the neceſſary Affairs of the Church, recety- 


ed a Letter. from a Council of the Neſtern Biſhobos 
met at Rome, inviting them thither to joyn with 
that Convention of Biſhops, it being then more 
numerous than the other; this he Conſtantinopol; 7." Hy 
Fathers refuſed to do, returning a Synodical Let- 
er to Damaſus, Ambroſe, and the other Bilhops mer 
dt Rome, in which having explained the Octhd⸗ 


dx Doctrine concerning the Incaruation of the 


” La, 


(1) 

Logos, they immediately add ; and theſe things (we 
have ſaid) briefly, concerning the Faith which is hone/!- 
ly preached by ws, of which you may have a fi 
ler Knowledge, if you will wouchſafe to peruſe the 
Tome written at Antioch by the Synod afembled there, 
and the Expoſition (which was drawn up) las 
year at Conſtantinople by the Oecumenical Synod, in 
which (EN HO1S) we have more fil) explained our 
Faith. By which it is plain, either that the ſe- 
cond Oecumenical Council did agree with the An. 
tiochian Fathers in confeſſing our Lord Jeſus Chri/ 
to be a COMPOUND PERSON, or ar 
leaſt, that this is done by the Fathers who wrote 
this Synodical Letter trom Conſtantinople to Rot, 
rhe following year. And tho Cyril in his twelve 
 Anuathematiſms of which the chit Oecumenical 
Ce euncil at Epheſus Anno. 431. approved, does not 
_ uſe the Word Compoſition, yet he expeſſes the very 
| ſame Sentiment which the Syd of Antioch and 
.. the C onſtantinopolitan Fathers had expreſſed : The 
firſt Curſe is pronounced againſt every one who 
hall not confeſs the Immanuel to le truly God, and 
therefore the bleſſed Virgin (to be) tle Mother of G 
becauſe ſne according to the Fleſh brought forth the incar- 
nate Nord of Ged. Now I cannot think that the 
Fathers of that Council would have {poken thus, 
ilthey had judg'd rhe Human Nature of Chriſt tobe 
no part of the Perſon of the Emmanuel. And from 
the Confeſſion of Hlavian Biſhop of Conſtantinop!: 
pupliſhed in a particular Syz9d held at Conſt ant. 
nople Anno 448, which the Fourth Oecumenico/ 
Council ar Chakedoa Anno 451, approved : and 


the Circular Letter of Teo the firſt Biſhop of Rowe. 


which was read, approved, and ſubſcribed to by 
the c 30 By ſhops who met in rhat general Conncil : 
ali 
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alſo from the Creed publiſhed by that Council, it 
[5 abundanrly plain, that they did believe che 


Perſon of Chrif? atter the Incarnation to be con- 
ſtituted of two different Natures, each of which 


rcraining its own Property concurs to make up 
che one Perſon, and the one Subſiſtence of Chri##. 
Therefore it could not be their Opinion thar the 


Human Nature of Chris? is no Part of the Perſon 
of the God-man. Likewiſe the Emperour Iuſti nian 


in his Confeſſion of rhe true Faith of which the 


Fifth Oecumenical Council which met at Conſtanti-- 


nople Anno 553, did approve, expreſsly cails the 


Perſon of Chriſt (Mian HYPOSTASIN SYNTHE- 


10N) one COMPOUND Perſon, and he tells us 
that in the Myſtery of Chrift, (CATA SYNTHESIN 


EVO V the union according to COMPOSITION, v»- 


ge Confuſion or Diviſion, and preſerves the Property 
each Nature, but ſhews the one ſubſifFence, the ene 


Perſon of the Ward of God with the Fleh. And that 


General Council in the ſeventh Anathematiſm expreſe- 


ly excommunicates all, who ſhail deny that Chriſs _ 
1 COMPOUNDED of two diffinft Natures, And 

the fourth Canon expreſsly curſes all, who ſhall not 
confeſs, that the Union o the Nord of God with the 

Heß animated by a rational Soul, is made by COM- 
70577 TON, or by Sul ſiſtence, ac. ording a the holy N 9 


thers have taught, and therefore (MIAN AUTO 


TEN HYPOSTASIN SYNTHETON ) his one 
0 MPOUND FERC. 
AnD in the Confeſſion of Agatho Biſhop of Rowe, ” 
and of a Council of 125 Biſhops which he aſſembled 
at Rome Anno 649. which was approved of by 
the ſixth Oecumenical Council which met at Conſtan- . 
tinaple Anno 680, and which is inſerted in the Acts 
of that Council, Chriſt is expreſsly ſaid to be CO. 
0 ο of neo Nutures uithuut Conſuff ion, in- 
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fam. t290 Natures. 
tbe Fathers of that Council diftered from the H 
nunſder Aſſembly in the Propofition which you 


Diſtinction of the two Natures. 
Perſon af the God man is a COMPOUND Per: 
fon, and that rwo diſtin& Natures haye be. 


es at leaſt theſe 1170 years. 


on the Wfminger-Confe; 5 on, which affums, tha 


th). 


dura ant without Conver fron. And the Synod held 


at Conftantinople Anno 692, which is common 
called quiniſexta, as being intended to ſupply whe: 


was detective in the Fifth and Sixth Qecumenical 
Councils, ſays in ſo many Words, we Orthodoxly cc. 
firm that Faith which in the Metropolis of Chalcedo, 
under Martian, who alſo was our Emperour, was d 
crited by 633 Fathers, which with a great and lji1 
Voice deliver ed Chrift the Son of God COMPOUND) | 


EL of rwo Natures, and believed, ( an) in the 
From whence it is plain that 


mention, and believed the Fourth General Coun- 


cil to have done ſo. And it anathematizes all 


who hold in ehis Point the Doctrine Lo the Weſ:- 


minſter Aſſembly. 
Is true indeed that in the Sixth century this 
Queſtion was debates, whether it be proper to (ay 


that in Chriſt there is one Compound Nature 


ly.? Some thought this manner of ſpeaking to be 
contrary to the Orthodox Faith concerning the 
But that the 


inſeparably joyned together in it, by C OMPO<!- a 
TION, has been generally believed in the firtt 


and pureſt Ages of the Chriſtian Church, and u 


yerſally believed by the Latin and Greek Churct- 
This T think I have 
fully proved. I could add many other Aube 
ries were it neceſfar , 
Ap you cannot be ig gnorant, that it Doaor 
Ferguſon had flatly contradicted that e 
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00 diſtinci Natures, are inſeparably joyned together 
(the) one Perſon (of Chriſt ) without COMPO» 
oN, he would have been able fully to prove 
1115s Agreement in that Point with a very great 1 
Number of the moſt Orthodox and Venerable 1 
denn 88 ö 1 
CALVIN (a) ſays expreſsly, that in Man 
* there is one Perſon COMPOUNDED of two = 


| © (different Natures, (viz. the Soul and the Body} — 
and that the Scriptures ſpeak hu concerning = 
Chriſt . Beza likewiſe (b) diflered as much from I! 
u Majority of the J//e{tminſter-4ſſembly with reſpe& -+ 
Len oh ae Fl RT cn F 


_— 


© me 


(j ſee Calv: Irfir, Ch. vii. S. 13, 14, 1. Edit. Anno 1554. N F 
(1) Theod. Bexa in his Treatiſe againſt Brenzigs de carnu 1 


_ Chriſti omnipræſentia, as ge calls the Human Nature of , 
| Chriſt a Part of the Perſon of Chriſt. He illuſtrates the Per- 4 
Dona! Union of the two Natures of Chriſt, by the Perſonal ..--M 
Union of the Sau! and Body ia Man; the Similitude which „ 
i peared to Calvin to be the fitteſt. He obſerves that Atha- „ 
as, Auſtin, Cyril, Theodoret and Leo of Rome had illuſtrated 1 
the true Scripture- Doctrine concerning the Hypoſtatical Union 1 
bs the fame Similitude. As the rational Soul and the Fleſh, 1 
s Athanaſius, are ONE Man, fo the GOD'MAN « NE 5 175 
Coriſt, Nay Beza goes much farther, for he adds p. 5 1 3. of | : 
Theological Tracts 2d Edition, When I call Chriſt, ene 9 it 
' HIPHISTAMENON ) Perſon : I wunderſta* { alſo two Natures | 1 


ited together, tho; moſt diſſerent, viz. ti. eternal Word, and 

the whole Hunan Nature, i. e. made up of à true Human So 
and a true Human Body. There is therefore in one and the ſame 
 Coriſt @ twofold Inflance of a Perſonal Union ; one in the Body 

mid Soul united together, and the other ms ihe Logos and the 
ian concurring perſonally to conſtitute one Chriſdk. The Argument, 
therefore, canuot ſerm ro be improteriy applyed to Chrift, which 

ks taken from the Perſonal Union of the Soul and Body to explain 
that other Union (ot the to Natures) which is more hid, but 
which is nevertheleſs of che ſam+ kind. Pray then are the Soul and. 


"he © 
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to the Propoſition which you mention, as Doctor 
Ferguſon can be ſuppoſed to have done. Martin 1: 
ther allo (c) whom Beza quotes, ſays in a Serma;: 
concerning the Incarnation of Chriſt, that Got 
became Man, that one Perſon might be conſtitur- 
ed of God and of the Human Nature. And 
it you will be pleaſed to examine thoſe / 
tem of Divinity which are the moſt genera. 
ly taught and recommended in the Reformed Unie 
fities, you will find many of them to contradict 
the Weſtminſter-Aſſembly in the Propoſition concer- 
ning the Truth or Importance of which Do&or 
Ferguſon appears to have doubted. Molebius (2ys 
expreſsly, that the Perſon of Chriſt may either be con- 
 fadered as UNCO MPOUNDED, in as mich as he is., 
WORD, or as COMPOUNDED, in as much as 
JJ TEE EE 
Maktzius Syſtem. L. vii. tells us that © thi; 
E the Perſon of the WORD, and of our Lord 
© JESUS he one only, it may nevertheleſs bc 
© conſidered, either Simply and preciſly, as the | 
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the Body of Chrift the ſame Thing * certainly no, much 4 are 
the eternal Logos and theſe two (the Soul and Body of Chriſt 
the ſame Thing. Theveſore the whole and a Part are not the 
ame Thing, eſpecially in thoſe Subjects, which differ not only 1. 
Number 9ut alſo in kind. But when all theſe things do wits 
by a Perſonal Union, will it not be lawful, to accommodate 5 
the whole Perſon, what is proper to one Part ? And he labour? 
to ſhow that this his Doctrine is intirely agreeable to the 
Deciſions of the IVch General Council at Chalcedon. 


(e) Bens Theological Tracts 2d Edition p. 5m. 


„I # 1 
* Perſon of the WORD, and the ſecond of the | [ 
« Trinity, or COMPOUNDED, as the Per- il 


* ſon of the Gud-man, made up of both Na. 1 
tures, the Divine and the Human . And 1 


this he explains more fully ( d ) elſewhere: 
99455 : Peter 


„% Mareſius, Diftin#. Philos. et Theolog. celebrier. p. 47. in his 
Notes on the Word COMPOSITION, fays, In Chrift the G 
ian thore ought ro be acknowledged a certain COMPOSITION, 
nor meerly meta phorical, which 4 called ( DRASTIKE) aſiſiing, 
i1 which Senſe Arn Angel is compounded with an a ſumed Body, nat . 
ly way of an informing Form, but of an aſſfling one, as they com- 
7101ly fheak ; But a Phyſical ( Compoſition ) and that not OUT 
or THESE, nor WITH 'THESE but OF THIS TO THIS thad # 
to {ay of this Nature to this * Some think this & COM- 1 
ON of Number rather than Parts, becauſe the Human In 
Nature i; indeed perfefted, but does not render complete or perfect the © 17 
Perſon of the LOGOS ſimply ſo conſidered, tho it pertains to the | 5 
ettude or Perfection of the God man. 1 3”?:b⁸ ut 
WHAT that very Orthodox and Learned Author underſtands ese 1 
Compoſition out of theſe (ex hit), a Compoſition with theſe 1 | 0 
5 


bien his), and a Compoſition of this to this (hajw ad hoc). 
e be gathered from the 46 page, where Caſtan ats, upon 
vos Text Mareſius writes Notes, having divided Corpoſrrion 
imo Merahyfical and Phyſzcal, tells us that Phyſical (Compoſition) 

73 maniſold, viz OUT OF THESE thus a Man « compounded = : 1 
o of Matrer and Form; WITH THESE thus the Soul i Com- ek 4-4 
tuned with the Body, the Subject with the Accident. Aud the +: 
orm poſition properly taken requires, that the one (of the Ingredi- | — 
cute) either (informet alterum) give a Form to the other, on 
"there in the other, it is therefore called by Durandus ( compott- 
% per inhærentiam) a Compoſition by Inherency. And the third 

b nd of Phyſical Compoſition which he mentions, is OF THIS 

17 THIS, when twe things are compounded together to makeup. 
ore whole, but fo that neither of them gives a form 10 the 
aher nor mheres in the other as us Subject. Even as 
% Manhood of Chriſ is COMPOUNDED with the Perſon of  : 
(be Word, out of which (ex quibus) reſult this Man who is called - - 
Chriſt; Therefore it is ealled by the ſame Durandus ( compolitic = „ 
{-cundum dependentiam inexiſtentis) a COMPOSITION accord- 


dent 


F 
Peter Van Maſtricht (f) late Profeſſor «f 


Divinity at Utrecht," vhole Hſtem alſo is taught 


or recommended as one of the beſt in 
5 mot 
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Ing to the Dependence of an ine æiſtent, or (compoſitio ſecund: 1» 


 Subſiſtentiam) & COMPOSITION according to Subſiſtenc u 
when one only exiſts and the other Sub iſts. For the Divine Perſon e. 


fore the Intarnetion did ſubſiſi only in the Divine Nature, af:+, 


| the Incarnation it ſubſiſts in the Human (Nature) without a, 
 #ther inherence : And Durandiuus calli the ſame a COMO 
(ſecundum habitudinem relativam ) according to the rela- 


Habitude, becauſe the Human Nature and the Divine Perſon fro 


that Union are with reſpect 0 ench other, as à thing termina;- 
ing and a thing terminated, à thing ſuſtaining and a thing /i/ 
famed. e N Ks 


(f) VAN MASTRICHT Theoretico-prafica Theol. Lib. v. Ca 
iv. Sect. 27. To this Queſtion, whether the Union of differ; 


Natures does nor infer ſome COMPOSITION in the Mediates ? 
| Anſwers thus, we have already taught, that there is no CO. 
POSITION in the Logo: aſſuming (the Human Nature). Ne 

will the greater Part of Divines allow, that there is any ( 
poſition) in the Perſon of the Mediator; By reaſon that God cam 
enter into a COMPOSITION with a Creature, becauſe the who! 
is always and neceſſarily more perfect (than any of its Parts) 

| ſeeing the Perfection of each Part is conjoyned in the whole; wh 
indeed is moſt true in any ordinary COMPOSITION of Creature:, 


where one Part neither formally nor eminently includes the Perf e 
tion of the other. But if the Queſtion be concerning an extra. 
2 COMFOSITION, where one Part if net formally, yet em. 

(abſorbet) ſwallows up the Perfection of the other, I ſee 1117, 
with what Reaſon it can be denyed, that God can enter into fu 
# COMPOSITION with a Creature, or that the LOGOS c 
concur to the COMPOSITION of the Mediator the GOD ATA 
Neither in this Caſe will the GOD-MAN ſrgnify any thing more 
perfect than the LOGOS abſtrattly confidered, becauſe all the Pe 


 feftion of the Fleſh, (or Human Nature) i eminently and Hort 
perfect in the WORD. Even as if you conceive God together 
with the Creatures, you will not conceive any thing mors perfs't 
than if you conceive God ſeparately, becauſe God eminently ſwallow 
up the Perfection of all the Creatures, And indeed it cannot 't 


concerved, what way any tru? Union of different things, efpecis iy 


[wh as this which is objerved in this perſonal Union of the 11 


Nature, 


| 1 the 


4 
moſt all the Calviniſtical U. aiverlities differ ed wide- 
ly from the VIVeftminſter- Aſſembly in the Propoli- 
tio. which Doctor Ferguſon diſlik' d, ſaying very 
poutively, “that no trac Union of different Things, 


** eſpecially no perlonal Union of two Natures 
can be without any kind of COMPOSITION, 


44 


ſolute Eternity and Self-Exiſtcnce of our Saviour's 


Deity, pot differed in Opinion from the Senſe 
ajority of the Heftminſter-Aſſemliy in 


: Propoſition to which you refer. The Learn- 


; oa Mr. Robert Flemming ſeems to BO as far as Beza 
had done, and repreſents (g) C'rift the God-man 


25 a COMPLEX Perſon conſiſting of two {imple 
ones: And the 1 ingenious M-. Hughes in his Eflay 


concerning our Saviour's Divisity ſpcals of this 
as à plauſible Notion worthy of ſerions and im- 
partial Conſideration , p. xii. And the great 
 Piſhop Burnet docs not appear to have been very 
averſe from this Hypotheſis, when he wrote his 
admirable Diſcourſe concerning the Divinity and 


Death of Chriſt, ſee his four Treatifes, p. 102, The 
Ingenious Mr. Watts in his three Diſſematious ro- 


lating to the Trinity, p. 30. ſays expreſsly, 7 &. 


Very bad if not imp. ſſible ) for us to give ny tole- 


; able Ach how and why the pecul;, ar and appro 


priate Characters both of God and of May, in 5 


aan, places, and in fuch Variety of. E xpreſſ ns 
Laut be " given. to — Jon. Pei Jon 'Þ Jus Chriss, 


— —— n tt K — 


— — 


Natures, can bs athens all COMPOSITION. ale ord ay, or | 
extraordinary, ſuch as we have now repreſented. 


ä 
. — — — — * 
_— — — * * — 


cither ordinary or extraordinary *. I beg Leave 
to take Notice that thoſe of our Englih Divines, 
R Wag have written beſt in the Defence of the ab- 


| unleſs 


(8) Flew. e trom oy SY: to 291. of rh 26 vb we 


626) OR 
 taileſs we ſuppoſe the two diſlintt Natures of God and 
of Man united to make np one COMPLEX or COM. 


POUND Principle of, Action aud Paſſion, that is, 


to mike up one Perſoa. The famous Doctor H- 
terland allo, than whom, you will on, that tew 
if any have written better in Defence of our Sa- 
viour's Divinity, flatly contradicts the Propoſiti- 
on in the YVeitmin&er-Confeſſion for which you 
contend with ſo great Zeal ; fee the ſecond De- 


fence of his Queries p. 367. and 368. where ha- 


ing ſpoken of Man as a compound Perſon, he adds, 


Ournext Example 67a COMPOUND Perſon, is the 1 HH. 
ANT HROPOS, conſiſting of the LOGOS, the SOUT, 


and the BODY, The Logos was a Perſon before the 


 Iucarnatioa as much as after ; but by taking in a Sou! - 


and Body THE WHOLE PERSON THEN 1s 
MADE UP OF ALL THREE. Aud thus Chrii 


g atways repreſented in Scripture in the ſame manier 


44 any fingle Perſon is repreſented ; One I, one be, on: 


thou; whether he is Jpoken f with reſpect to what Le is 
di the Logos, or as having a. Soul, or a rg The 
Viſdoim, 


Aas pierced with a Spear, ia which thiee Examples, !t 


ſame Chriſt made the World, increaſed in 


appears, that the Logos, the Soul, aud the Bod, ALI 
GO TO MAKE UP THE ONE PERSON, tie 


ene CO MPOUND Perſon of Chriſt. And hence it ir, 
that the Churches of God, following the common Iden 


a ſingle Perſon, which they found to ſuit wit! 
the Scripture Repreſentation of . Chri#?, have right! 
and juſtly included all the THREE CONSTITT- 


_ ENTS i the ONE Perſon. I might quote to 


the fame Purpoſe many Paſſages out of the Writ- 
_ ings of Mr. Baxter, and many other Venerablc 


Britiſ Divires, but forbear. . 
Drs true, indeed, that many very worthy aud 
Learned Divines do agree with the Majority of the 


yang * 


141 1 


„„ - 
1/-tmin#er-Afemby, and think that the Perſon-of 
the God-ma ſince the Incarnation, is not a COM- 
POUND Perſon, but a ſimple one, that is to ſay, 


God ouly : And that from rhe Perſonal Union of 
th: ewo Natures, there does not reſult any COM- 


PQ SITION in the Perſon of the Mediator. Ni- 


| colaus Arnold Profeſſor of Divinity in the Uni- 
verſity of Fraxeker in his Refutation of the larger 
RacoviauCatechiſm, Ed. anno 1654. p. 1794ſays, when 
#2 cal! thoſe tuo Natures (the God- head and the 
MMan-hood) one Perſon, we do not maintain that = 
they are PARTS of the Perſon of Chriſt of which 
t, 0s THE WHOLE, is conſtituted. For the Di- 
vine Nature does not enter into ANY COMPOSITE = 
ON with any thing, becauſe by this means it would 
le a PART, and LESS than the whole of which 

i: would be 4 Part, which camot be ſaid concerning 

an infuuite Nature, than which nothing is GRE A- 
TER. Therefore the Divine Nature of Chriſt is 
by IT SELF a Perſon, and was'a Perſon before the 
Incarnation, The Human Nature is an IMPER- 
S3NATED ADJUNCT ; pardon me, that I can- 
not better tranſlate Adjuncium ENYPOSTATON : 
Ant Melchior Leidekker Profeſſot of Divinity at 
Uirecht iy his Tax Verit. page 201, ſays thut 
%,, PERSONALITY continues ſtil to be of the 
10605 alone, and is not communicated to the Flu» 
nan Nature ; For it (the Human Nature) is 


indeed paſſively ſupported by the Subſiſteuce of the 


Som, fo that it does not Jubſiſt by it, but rather 
exiſts in it. Nothing is more falſe than that 
from the Union of two Natures in Chrift the eter- 
I Subfiſence has as it were departed ond a new, 
1 know not what, Perſonality has arifen, and a new 


D 2 ene 


Perſon bas ſprung up. 


—— 
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1 ſhall have no Conttoncify with you, if you 


indeavour to, prove what Jan Maſtricht acknow- 
ledges that in this Point, he differed from the 


greater Part of Divines. But I am of Opinon, 
that you will never be able to prove, that an A- 


ſent to that Propofition, that tuo diſtiuct Nature 


were inſeparably joyned in one Perſon WITHOUT 


COMPOSITION, was ever required by any Chr 
tian Church as a nccefſary Term of Chriſtian or 
Miniſterial Communion before the Lear 1690, 
or that an Aflent to it was ever required in «|: 


North of treland, under the Penal ity of Non con 


munion until the Year 1705. I find that Leide“ 
her and Lan Maſtricht, tho they differed about the 


Truth of that Propoſition, Mot only lived togerhcr 


in Chriſtian and Minifterial Communion, being 

at the ſame time Profeſſors of Divinity in the ſan 
Dniverſity, but alſo that there was to the laſt an 

intire Friendſhip between them. I alſo find thut 


Arnold and Marefins, who were at the fame tim: 


Profeſſors of Divinicy in the two Neighbourins 
_ Univerſities of Grounghen and Franeker, liv'd in 
perfect Charity one with another, notwithitar d- 
ing their Difference in this Point: and always 


ſpoke of each other with great Affection and II. 


15 tecm. See the Prefaces to Aare ſus his Daf, 


ons, and to Arnold his Racovinn "Catechiſm refuted. 


And were I not to expect that unt ind Reply which l 
you make ro me, p. 64. Travellers are allowed a 


 berty, 1 could name ſome very Orthodox and fa 
mous Profeſſors of Divinity, who in thein Lac 


rures have treated this Controverſy as a very Fool * 
iſh andi impertinent one. All that I ſhall ſay ca 
Ferning it is, THAT * IS UNWARRANT- 
1 ABLE 10 MAKE AN AGREEMENT N 


TT WITH THE MAJORITY OF THY 
WES! 


( 29 ) 
ry TERM OF CHRISTIAN, OR MINI- 


TERIAL COMMUNION. My Reaſons are 


rhele. 


where ſo far as I know, clearly revealed 1n Scrip- 
ture; and of no great uſe in practical Religion. 


Tnar the Notion is wholly Metaphyſical, is abun- 


__ evident from the wretched Jargon, and un- 


metl;gible Reaſonings, uſed by ſome of the very 
[.-arned and Venerable Authors, on both ſides of 
te Queſtion ; which, I allure you Sir, I have 
tranſlated with Regret, and ſome uncaly. Appre- 
henſions, that it may give the Chriſtian Feane:--- 
too mean Thoughts of their Miniſters when they 
ind by what k ind of Studies Divines are prepared 
in the Schools to teach Sinners the Way to Hea- 
ven; Were it neceſſary I could ſhew, that the 
Divines who in their Sy ſtems have treated this 
Queſtion, are far from agree ing in the Explicati?ꝰ 
ons, which they pretend to give ot the Metaphyſical 
Phraſes which they uſe. What one calls a Phyſi- 
cal Compoſition, another calls an Hyperphyſical 


one; what one. calls a Compoſition out of theſe, 


another calls a Compoſition with theſe ; what one 
cal s, draſtical, another calls paraſtatical But the 
'E «celle ncy of Metaphyſical Terms is this, that by 
throwing them out plentitully a Man may appear 
to have a great deal to ſay concerning a Subject 

which he does not underftand, or be able at Plea- 


lure to involve himſelf in t nick Darkneſs and be · 
0 come inviſible. 


Jam apprehenſive, t that it may led the jult j 

Eſteem, which many have of that excellent A- 

Lridgment. of the Chriſtian Doctrine, the Weſt 
NereCon on, when they obſerve, that ſo un- 


veceſlary, 


WESTMINSTER-ASSEMBLY A NECESSA- 


FIRST, The Notion i 15 wholly Metaphyf al, no 


(309 . 
neceſlary, ſo curious, ſo doubtful a Queſtion is de. 
cided in it. I muſt own, that to have determined 
this Controverſy in their Conkeſſion would be an 
indelible Blot on the Memory of the worthy and 
pious Divines who compoſed that Aſſembly, had 
they entertained Thoughts of making their Con- 
feſſion a Term of Communjon to Miniſters ©: 


Chriſtians. Bur ſeeing they had no ſuch View, 


as 1 have proved ( Reaſons p. 96. 97. I17. 118. 
119.) they ought not to be ſeverely cenſured for 


delivering, by a fingle Word the Opinion of 


the Majority of their Number, concerning a 
Point debated in the Schools. 


Asp that the Weſtminſter- Aſſembly, would not 


have excluded from Communion, thoſe who be- 
lieve, that the Union of the two Natures in Chril!, 
is by Compoſition, may be jnferred from their own 


Words; having laid, that Two diſtinft Natures were 
Joyned together withuur COMPOSITION, and con- 
ſequently, that the Perſon of Chriſt is fimpls, and 


. Uacompounded, they immediately add, which Perf: 
: E very God and very Man, | By this, *tis probable, 


they intended to fatisfy thoſe of their Members, 


who accounted the Human Nature of Chriſt to 
be a part of his Perſon ; For if the Manheod of 
Chrift be no Pan of the Perſon of Chriſt, but on- 
ly an imperſonated Adjunft ; if the Perſon of the 
Ge be only ſimple and divine, I do not per- 
ceive, that with any Propriety of Speech, tha: 


Perſon can be ſaid to be very Man, as well as 2 


I am alſo of Opinion, that this Notion is 10 
where clearly revealed in the Word of God. 


find that the Arguments by which Arnold, Leidel. 
| ker, yourſelf and others have indeavoured to prove, 


that in the Perſon of the God-mar there is n0 


Is bo a, 
COMPOSITION, are wholly Philoſophi- 
cal, and drawn from the vaineſt, the moſt con- 
temptible Part of Philoſophy, I mean the Dia- 
lecticks. You appear diflatisfyed with me, Defence 
p. 117. fot ſaying, Reaſons p. 143. that I hardly be- 
eve, that nny judicious Divine will affirm, that every 


Propsfetion in the Weſtminſter-Conſeſſion, is fully proved 
by the Texts, which the Compilers have quoted in the 


| Mrgin or at the End of every Article. This you 


call a very ſevere Charge : And tell me that to 
rent ſuch an Aſperſion, without Proot docs not 
become my Cloth. I own it, indeed, that to vent 
Aſperfions without naming the Perſons concern- 
ed, and when the Facts are not proved, is indeed 
a very wicked Thing, un worthy of any who bears 
1c Character of a Chriſtian ; but whether you 
have not bee guy of this Crime in your 17 70 
ci- 


o my Introduclion, I leave it to your own Conſci 


ence, and to the World to judge. For my Patt 

1 have only expreſsed a Charitable Opinion of _ 
the good Senſe of my Subſcribing Brethren . And 
you make it appear, that there are others E 

| think, that every Propoſition in the Heſtminſter- 
Confeſſion, may be fully proved by the Scriptures _ 
quoted in the Margin or at the End of every 


Article, I ſhall incline to believe,thatthere are fewo it 


any others of my Brethren capable of ſuch a Miſ- 
take, When I fhal! confider the argumentative 


Parr of your Book, I ſhall offer what may be ſuf- 


client to convince any reaſonable Creature, that 

f in this Affair, a Reflect. 
on upon the Body of the Subſcribers. In the mean 
ime be pleaſed to try, if you are able to prove from 
the Scriptures | quoted under the Letter (n) the 


nor I, but you have ca 
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Truth of this Propoſition, that the Perſon of tlie 
e e is not a COMPOUND Perſon, or 
that tuo diſtinè! Natures are mſeparably joyued t1- 


gether. in (his) one Perſon without COMPOSITION. 


They are Luk. 1. 35. The Holy Ghoſt᷑ hal come 190; 
thee, and the Power 9 the Higheſt ſhall e ade thee, 
therefore alſo that holy 1 hing which [7 all be Lone 
of thee, ſball be called the Son of God. Col. ii. 9. Fo: 
in him drvelieth all the Fuln:js of the God-head bo. ,, 
Rom. 1x. 5. of whom, as coucerning the Fleſh, oY 
came rn is over all God bleſſed for ever. 1 Pet. 
18, For Chriſt alſo hath once ſuſfered jor fi Lene bein 4 
put to Death in the Fleſh, but quickued by the Spirit. 
I Tim. iii. 16.---God was manifeſt in the Fleſh, > Juſt 
aid in Spirit, — iecei ved up into Glory. Now, < Sir, 
I find that in theſe Scriptures the ſame Perſo! 1; 


ſpo ben of as born of a Virgin, asa Man in whom 


the Divine Nature with all its infinite Perfection: 
_ dwelleth, as deſcending from the Patriarchs, 2: 
ſuffering Death, as being quickned, and 25 

_ ceived up into Glory And likewiſe as Got O- 
ver all bleſſed for ever, or which is the ſame 
thing, ſupreme God, as a quickning Spirit, and 
as God manifelt in the Fleſh, From whence 
it is evident, that one Chriſt is very God, and 
very Man. But I do not perceive, how it can be 
fully proved from theſe Texts, that there is 19 
COMPOSITION. in the Perſon of the GOD-MA'V, 
that the Human Nature of Chriſt is. no PART 
of his Perſon, but an IMPERSONATED. AN- 
JNC, o- that the Perſon of the Mediator, {1:2 


_ the ſucariagion, 4s ſimple and U NCO MPOUND#/ D, 


that is to fav, God only. 
I am alſo e that this Notion cannot 


be of great Importance with Reſpect to pra&ic:) 
Religion. I do not ſee, that to believe the Hu- 
man Nature of n to be no Part of the Perſo 


of 


ES Bw 


ms. K Wa: ws 


(33). 


Tendency to render Men holieror better, than the 
might be it racy dd believe, that the Man-hoof 
is rally a Part ot the Perſon of the God-max. Now, 


you know, that che heavenly Docttine which the 


Jn. of God delivered to the World is deſeribed 


to be the Doctrine which is according to Godlineſs, 
1 Tin, vi. 3. and Tit. i. 1.1 cannot, therefore, ima- 


cine thoſe Opinions to be of great Moment in 


| Keligion,, which have no Tendency to ſanity 


the Hearts: and Lives of Men. 


Tur inſpired Anchors of the New Teſtament 
12000 frequently warned Chriſtians to beware of Phi- 


|i/aphy and vain Deceit; but 1 do not find, that they 


nave any where directed us to turn a Speculation 
wholly metaphyſical, no where cleatly revealed in 
the holy Scriptures, and of no great uſe for pro- 
moting true Piety and Virtue, into an Article of 


Faith, far leſs into an Article of that Importance, 
that different Apprehenfions about it mult cauſe 
2 Breach of Charity and Communion among 


Chriſtians. If you know, that there is any ſuch 


Direction gen us in Scripture, be pleaſed to men- 
tion it. 
SECONDLY, Adother Reaſon why dare not 


make an Agreement with the Majority of the 
Heſiminſter-Aſſembly in this Point a neceſſary Term. 

0. Chriſtian or Miziſterial Communion, 1s this 1 
am perſaaded; that this is a Point in which the 1 
Reaſon of Men and rhe Sincerity of Chriſtians 
allows them to differ, and concerning which, the 
traue Diſciples of Jeſus Chritt, have differed, | 


and do actually differ. 


Tur the Reaſon of Men NE the Sincetiry 
of Chriſtians permits them to differ concerning 
this is Point, will Worn — plaufible n, 5 


ONS 


of Cbyiſt but only an imperfonate4 Aujundꝭ, has a 
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ons which may be made to the Metaphyficks ot 
your Patty in this Debate. They affirm that the 
Perſon of Chriſt is ſimple and Divine; to this one 
who differs in judgment from you may obje8, 
that tho* what you ſay is true concerning the Per. 
ſon of the LOGOS before the Incarnation, yet 
that it cannot be true coucerninꝑ the Perſon of the 
_ GOD-MAN, after that the Eternal WORD 
had taken the Human Natute into a Perſonal U 
nion with him. The Perſonal Union between 
our Souls and Bodies neceſſarily implies, that chey 
are the conſtituent Parts of our Perſons, aid 
conſequently, that our Perfons, are CO M- 
POUNDED, or made up of different Things: 
And this is true notwithſtanding, that the Sou! 
__ when ſeparated from the Body by Death, is a Per- 
ſon purcly ſpiritual, and it would be true, altho 


(according to the groundleſs Opinion of fome ) 
thͤe Soul were ſuppoſed to have exiſted, and 


have been a Perſon, before the Formation of te 
Body. Thus alſo, (may ove who differs fron! 


you ſay) the Perſonal Union of the Divine and H. 
man Natures of Chriſt neceſſarily implies, that 


theſe two Natures do become the conſtituent Parts 
of the COMPOUND Perfon of the 1 M- 


MANUEL, the THEANTHROPOS, 


the GOD-MAN : And that this muſt be tric 
altho' the LOGOS, or Divine Nature of 
Cbriſi did exiſt from all Eternity, and was bc 
fore the Incarnation a Perſon purely Divine. 
Ada, one who differs from you in this Point 
might argue thus, the Human Nature of Chi 
mull either be a Part of the Perſon of Chriſt, or it 


muſt be a diſtin Perſon from Chriſe, or it mui 


not be an intelligent Subſtance, or there mu! 


VIII 


Im 


(35) 


will you pretend to give of a Perſon and of an in- 
telligent Subſtance, from which it may not be con- 
cluded, that every intelligent Subitance is either 
2 Perſon, or at leaſt a Part of a Perſon. But that 


ere are two Perſons in Chriſt, is, you know, the 
N:/torian Hereſy, condemned in the Third General 


Council; that the Human Nature of Chriſt is not an 


intelligent Subſtance, is the Hereſy of the Marci 
ouites 3 That the Human Nature of Chriſt 
is a diſtin& Perſon from Chriſt, is ſaid to have been 
the Herely of the Ebionites and Cerinthians, 
who, we are told, diltinguiſhed Chriſt and Jeſiu 

into two Perſons. It therefore remains, that the 
Human Nature of Chrife is a Part of the Perſon 

of the God-man, and that you muſt belicve this, 
and conſequently, that the God-mar is a CO M- 


k I) UND Perſon made up of very different Parts, 


2. Tne Divine and Human Natures, or elſe 
chat your Notions concerning the Perſon of Chrife 
nuſt be either very Heretical, or at All; very 


confuſed. 


Inno, Such an one might : argue + with you : 
thus, if the Human Nature of Chy iſ is no Part 
of the Perſon of Chriſt, then we mult affirm, that 


Chriſt was not conceived by the Holy Ghoſt, that 


| he was not born of the Virgin Mary, that be was 
not crucityed, that he did not die, that he was 
nor buryed, that he did not riſe again from the 
dead, nor aſcend up into Heaven. For theſe 
things Can * truly be ſaid of the Perſon of 
C1ife which do not agree to him, neither with 


reſpect to his whole Perſon, nor with reſpect to 


any Part of it; becauſe the Perſon of Cbrift, and 
Chriſt are certainly Synonimous Terms. And flat- 
to contradict ſa many Articles of the Apoſtles 


ae would be Genf de, and found harſh : in row 


: | 4 
U 


| 
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Tur Anfwers alſo which are given by 7 
Maſtricht and others to the Arguments-which ar: 
offered for the fide of the Queſtion which 
you imbrace, are very plaufible. T need not repeat 
them. 

Bor the Argument by which you pretend *n 
prove that Propoſition, is the weakeſt I hare 
ever met with, You ſay, muſt not the Par 's com- 
bon nding be before the Ce ? So the | ſecond 
55 2551 of the Eloriom 1 rinity not abſolutely eternal, nor 

ſelfexiſtent. For in the firſt Place, the World fince 
the Moment in which it was created has ben 1 
COMPOUND being; but you will never be 
able to prove, that the ſeveral Parts of which the 
World is compounded did exiſt before rhe- fri 
Creation. In the ſecond Place, that the LOGOS i; 
abſolutely eternal all Orthodox Divines do be- 
| heve, but no Orthodox Divine has ever yet ima- 


: | gined, that the COMPOUND Perſon of the Go4 


man is from all Eternity, It was in the Fulue/ o 
Time, that God ſent forth his Son made of a Woman. A. 
it is but anartful Contrivance, to ſubſtitute in your 
Argument e fecoud Perſon ef the Glorious Trinity, 
ſtead of the Perſon of the God-man. I know non: 
Who deny, that he LOGOS or ſecond Perſon © 
the Glorious Trinity abſtractly ſo conſider'd, 
ſimple and Divine, but will you dare to ſay, tha 
the Weſtminſter Affembly do in that Part of the f- 


cond Article of the Zig hi Chapter, ro which You re. 


| fer, ſpeak of the Eternal W ORD or fecou/ 
5 Pei of the Glorious Trixity abſtractly ſo con. 


dered? Nothing could be a more manifeſt Fal, 


hood]; For tis evident, that they ſpeak of the 


1 Perſia of Chriſt in which two whole, perfect and d f R 
5 fiph? Natures, the G ebead 1 tl e Manbod, were, ( 
77 = the 


WE: 1 
the Incarnation, inſcparabiy joyned together, which, 
chey fay, is done, without C © OMPOSITION. 
'Tis undenyable, that the Soul of Man abſtray 
o conſidered, is a Perſon purely Spiritual, but 
mult we therefore ſay, that a Man in whom'the 
Soul and the Body are perſonally united, is a Fer- 
fon purely Spiritual. If T ſhould pretend to di- 
zute againſt the Doctrine of the WeſtminFer-Aſ 
je bly concerning the perſonal Union of 'the two 
Notures4n Chriſt, and ſay, the Things joyned to- 
cerher muſt be before the Thing in which they 
| 2: joyned together, and fo the ſecond Perſon of 
the Glorious Trinity not abſolutely eternal, would 
not my Argument be exceeding weak 2nd fophit- 
tical ? And yet I challenge you to ſhew, chat your — 
Reaſoning is any better.. . 
{ am not at all concerned to prove, that the 9 
Objections which are made to the Metaphyſicks 
of your Party in this Point, are unanſwerable, e 
% ſhew, that the Anſwers which are given by © 
toſe who differ from yon, to the Arguments, 5 
which others of your Party uſe for ſupporting the 
Pr opofition, under our preſe: it Conſideration, are 
ſaflicient. Tis enough to my Purpoſe, it they are 
o nrobable, that we may think it very poſſible 
do ſincere Chriſtians to be detcrmin'd by them. 
rd this, I hope upon cooler thonghts you will | 
ily grant. Nor can I imagine, that you will 
- Wo: hardy enongh 10 deny, thar-this is a Point in 
ich the true Diſciples of Jeſus Chriſt have dif- 
0 3 and do actually differ. Will you venture to 
that the Fathers of the Synod of Autioch, and, _ 
i far as appears to us, the main Body of Chriſi- 
ans in the firſt and pureſt Ages of the Church, 
aach all the Latin and Greek Churches ever ſince 9 
= Mectipg of the Filth General Council, were naa f 
Diſciples N 
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[i Diſciples of Chris?, 3 they beliey- 
cd, that the GOD-MAN is a COMPOUND 
Perſon? Will you venture to affirm that Calvi, 
Bexa and Luther, who were among the principal 
 Glories of the Reformation, were no Diſciples 
of the blefled Jeſus, becauſe they were of th: 
fame Opinion with the Synod of Antioch, and 
the primitive Church, and all» the Proteflors of 
_ Chriſtianity at the time of the Reformation, con- 
cerning that Point? Or will you exclude from the 
Character of true Chriſtians, thoſe eminent D:- 
vines Wollebiza, Mareſius, and Van Maſtricit, (| 
could mention many more ) whoſe Syſtems ©: 
Divinity are taught or recommended as thc 
beſt, in almoſt all the e ai Univerſities 11 
Europe, becauſe they differ from the Majority 
the Weſtminſter- 4ſembly in this Point? Or would 
you meerly uj-on this Account treat Biſhop Ba 
net, Doctor Waterland, Mr. Fleming, Mr. Wats ©: 
Mr. Hughes as Scandalous Hereticks. Till yo! 
tell me this, I ſhall not believe you to be of 
uncharitable and diviſive a Spirit. 
Ap now, Sir, this being a Point of ven; 
doubtful Diſpuration, concerning which the Re: 
ſon of Men and the Sincerity of Chriſtians allo 
them to difter, and concerning which the tic WM ... 
Diſciples of our common Maſter have differed, WM :: 
anel do actually differ, I do not think it law: 
to make an Agreement in it, a neceſſary Term 
of Chriſtian, or Miniſterial! Communion. I 
perſuaded, that it is the Will of Chriſt that all |. 
true Diſciples ſhould live in Charity and Commu: 
nion, notwithſtanding their different Sentim«':"s 
concerning ſuch Points; That the ſtrong ou 
to receive the weak, but not to doubtful Diſoutati 
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and that we all ought to receive one another, as ci 
alſo received U, to the Glory of God, Rem. xiv. 1. XV. 


And indeed, the Propoſition under our preſent 


Confiderition is {0 doubtful and of fo {mall Im- 
portance, thar,'whether ir be true, or no, they are 
moſt to be blamed: who would break Communj- 


on, whether Chriſtian, or Miniſterial, upon the 


| account of the Belief or the Disbelief of it; and 
moſt in the Right who with reſpect to it, are will 
| ing to exerciſe mutual Charity and Forbea- 


france. 


might eaſi ly apply to the Agreement with 
the Majority of the Weſtminſter-Afſembly in this 
darticular Propoſition, required by our Synodical 


Ca 10ns, almoſt all my Reaſons againſt the Impofiti- 


«2 of Subſcription to the TVeſtratn ter-Confeſſron, or any 
- Human Teſts of Orthodoxy And by ſo doing, 
{ (night make che Inſufficiency of your Replies to 


thoſe Reaſons abundantly evident, I might alſo; 


applying them to this particular Propoſition, | 
| diſcover the Arguments which have been uſcd for 
uch Impoſitions to be weak and inconcluſive. 
hen I confider the Argumentative Part of your 
Book, you will allow me ſometimes to reter to 
ais Point as an uneſſential, nay a very nice and 
.ipurable One. In the mean time, if you will be 

pleaſed to anſwer this Letter, I hope, that you will 


cep cloſe to the Subject of it, but if inſtead of 


this you ſhall think fit to publiſh a ſecond Col- 
Sion of the vile malicious Calumnies that have 
been caſt upon the Non-fubſcribers in England 


and Ireland, you may expect, that I will treat 


ſuch a Performance, and the Author, or Authors 8 


ob it, with a juſt Contempt. 


You are pleaſed, Introduf?. cankd. p. 23. to ex- 
preſs Your Aitonjſhment at my conduct in recom- 
mending 


6309 
menditg to Parents wha cheir Children are Bap- 
ized} the Weſt ninſter-Cunſeſſion as an uſeful Book, 
when dem one Branch of the ſecond Article ie 
Right Chapter. To this'Lanſwer, that I can ſrec- 
iy recommend thoſe Books which appeat to nt 
to be good in the main, tho? 1 perceive in them 
ſome Marks of Human Frailty, eſpecially n 


that I only exhiotte my tellow Chriſtians to the . 


rious and impertial Peruſal of ſuch Books, wich 
this expreſs Caution, that chey are not to be con- 
ſidered as the Rule of Faith or Obedience, 2nd 
that no Propofition contained in them ought : 
de accounted true or right, but becanſe of the 
perceived Agreement berween it and the Holy 
Seriprares, if it relates to a Matter purely ee 
ed. And J would gladly know, whether you 
ſeruple to recommend Calvin's Inſtitutions, Ber 
Theological Tracts, Iolleliuss, Mireſus's, G 
Maftricht's Syltems, or Doctor Waterland's De- 
fence of our Savioui's Divinity, tho' you difter 
as much from them with reſpect ro the Propo- 
ſition which you have in View, as you can si 
poſe me to differ in that Point from the Weſtin 
5 fler- Aſſerbly 1 
Bert you add, enen conf d. p. 2 2. and 24, 
Int real of recomtmentling it the Weſtminſter-Co.. 


feſſion ) it were aw AF of Charity,” to point ont fl 
both to Parents at Baptiſms, and to the Reverend Ce 


neral Syuod, any untruth or Miſtake, that may be 1 
#t ; that the Synod would not Nick to any Error wen 


made bnown to them; that this would be the cle 


Pro of the hexvy Char ge of Impoſition or mal 
things neceſſury which God has never made neceſſary; 
that this world be the beſt Expedient to bring the G. 
ral Hod to e lei. Souterce and ro reſtore Peart 


NO" 
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air; and that this is what in Charity and Juſtice 


we cannot refuſe to do. ] anſwer, that at the firſt 


View this may appear to fome exceeding plau- 
ble, but that in reality, it is no more than to 
ay, that tho* the Inſpired Apoſtle has commanded 
you to receive your Fellow-Chriftians, bur not to 
4::4b1ful Diſputations Rom. xiv. x. yet you are re- 
{olred that they ſhall have no Peace, except they 
weill enter into ſeveral very doubtful Diſputations. 
Dis in Eſſect to ſay, that thoꝰ the ſame Apoſtle has 
commanded us to avoid fooliſb and unlearned Queſti - 


ons, 2 Tim. 11. 23. And to account thoſe Men to 
be proud and ignorant who dote about Queions and 


Strifes of Words x Tim. vi. 4. Yer chat Juſtice aud 
C--2rity do nevertheleſs oblige Us to ingage in Diſ- 


putes concerning ſuch Queſtions. Tis to inſinu- 


ate, that tho* the Holy Ghoſt has, in the two laſt 
quoted Paſſages, aſſured Us, that ſuch Queſtions 

do gender Strifes, and that of them cometh Envy, 
e, Railings, evil Surmifings, and perverſe Diſput- 
195 of Men of corrupt Minds, Yet we are to conſi- 
der the Difcuſſivg of all the Queſtions of that 
ind, which an Aſſembly of fallible Men, four- 
| {core Years ago, thought fit to decide, as the 


"relieft May to promote Peace. But Experience 
jnſtifes the Truth of what the Apoſtle has de- 


clared by divine Inſpiration. Chriſtians have for- 
the ſpace of fourteen hundred Years been indeav- 
ouring to convince one another of the Truth and 
Importance of the particular Opinions concerning 
nich they have differ'd, and every Party has, 

in the mean time, been ſupporting it's own Te- 
gets by excommunicating Canons; and yet Uni- 

ty and Peace are not reſtored: And I am verily 
perſuaded, that if Proteſtants muſt not unite, un- 

ein they agree concerning the Truth or Falſhood 
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to ſee the Proteſtant Church in a ſafe and pro“ 
kits each other. 


gueſs what a dreadful Flame would be raiſe 11 
the North of Feland, were I obliged to enter 
to Diſputes with you and other Zealous Ws 
concerning the Truth or Importance of cue 
_ doubtful Propoſition contained in the Weſtmin/! i 
Confeſſion. In a private Converſation with a Mi- 
niſter, whom I conſidered as a Friend, I ook 
Notice of the Propoſition which Jou mention, i 


few Days after, not only the Province of Ulſter, 
but the whole Kingdom of Teland was filled witli 


or I know not what Hereſy: Anda thouſand fait: 
and malicious Calumnies were vented againſt me 
untill at laſt you from the Preſs improve the Ng 
ry for fixing upon me a Charge of Arianiſm. 
this Means 1 am now necelarily ingaged in a Con. 
5 Frover'y 


42) 


cot every nee boo nt FP in the Waſtminſ 
Confeſſion, the Peace and Unity of the Proteſtam 
Church is forever to be diſpaired of. I wiſh, that 


Proteſtants could be Pei for one Century 
to try the Goſpel-Methods ot reſtoring Peace, 
viz. The avoiding of thoſe Queſtions which arc 


fooliſh and unlearned, extremely difficult, aud of 
no great Importance, and the exerciſe of mutual 
0 Charity and Forbearance concerning thoſe Poli 
which are indeed of ſome Moment, but not ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary, and concerning which the true 
Diſciples of 2 Chriſt may and actually do if 


fer. Could this be obtained, We might yet hope 
perous Condition, and chat Truth and Peace would 


From what has Rappen we may eaſily 


too doubtful and of typo ſmall Importance to b: 
made a neceſſary Term of Communion. Within? 


Clamour againſt Me, as reviving the Eutychiai 


t 
[ 
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troverſy,, which I would have accounted very 


ifling and impertinent ; but of which I can ex- 
pc :& ro ſee no End, if you perliſt i in your Method 
of Writing. I hall account it a rare Initance of 


Candour, if by what I have ſaid, the General H- 


nod ſhall be induced to acknowledge, that they 
nare, theſe nineteen Years, thro' a well meant 


ea for Truth, done what is contrary to the 


Win and Commandment of Chzi#, by requiring 


25 4 neceſſary Term of Miniſterial Communion 


an Aflent of Subſcription to a Propoſition which 
have now proved to be very doubttul and of no 
great Importance, and the Impoſition of which 
would have excluded the far greater Part of Mi- 
niſters, at leaſt ſince the Meeting of the Hnod of 


4ntioch untill this Day. 


Ir will alſo be an agrecable Surprize to me, to 


fd, that you are convinced by what I have offer- 


4 concerning that Propoſition. For I can hardly 
hope that I ſhall ever be able to convince you of 

wy Thing, after the Attempt which you have 
made, Furdd: conſid. p „29. 2. 22: to juſtify 2 
falſe and pernicious B. which I have re- 
lited in the Introduction to my Reaſons p. 10. 11, 
12, where I have proved by ſolid and unanſwer- _ 
able Arguments, that a Man cannot juſtly be charg- 
ed ith holding all the Conſequences which are deduc- 


ible from any Principle which he maintains, if he does 


uu fee and wn thoſe Conſequences, but oa the contrary 
claims and *abhors them. You do not, as a fair 
Diſputant, attempt to anſwer my Arguments un- 


der this Head, but after your uſual Way, , endeav- 


our to miſlead your Readers, by a very quibb! ing 

Objection. Lou ſay, that when our Lord refuted 

the Error of the Sadducees 3, he charged them with 
a ſhameful inconſiſtency, iu owning the Principle 
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1 (44) 
and yet denying the Conſequence contained jt it, 


that this Charge was juſt, that the Sadducces 
were ſenſible of this, and were therefore fle 


with ſhame. But what is this to the Purpol: ? 


Did Chriſt charge the Sadducees with holding, 
that they erred, not knowing the Scriptures, no: 
the power of God? No ſuch thing can be aid. 
And may not a Man be aſhamed of a Principle 
Which he has imbrac'd, may ke not be forced 
give it up as indefenſible when he is convinced 
: that it 1s juſtly chargeable with Conſequences 
which he has always abhorred ? If you deny 


this I am ſure, that your Friends will ha: 


cauſe to be aſhame4 on your Behalf. 
Gtr me Leave to argue with you from wha: 
if you will contradi& my Thefis, muſt be you: 
__ own; viz. That a Man is justly chargeable uit 
Holding all the Conſequences which are deducible f an 
any Principle which he maintains: And I will ver- 
dure; Firft, to charge Yon with carrying the 
| Non-ſubcribing Principle to a greater Height 
than, as far as I know, it has ever been carrycd 
by any other Perſon. For if a Man muſt be ac. 
counted to fee and hold every Conſequence de 
Aaucible from any Principle which he maintai:s, 
it neceſſarily follows, that every Perſon who ac 
| knowledges the Divine Inſpiration of the holy 
Scriptures muſt be eſteemed to hold every Co! 
ſequence which is fairly deducible from that Pri 
_ Ciple, and therefore to be perfectly Orthodo: 
concerning every Article of revealed Religion; 
and if fo, a bare Profeſſion of that Principle mill 
| be a ſufficient Teſt of one's Soundneſs in the 
Faith. If your Maxim is true, I may alſo charvc 
You with a ſhameful Inconſiſtency in nndertakins 


ro 


to argue for any Cauſe ; For if every Man is 


- 
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be eſteemed certain! 0. to hold every Conſadiende 
ucible from every Opinion 


vhich is fairly de 
which he imbraces, it is evident, that there is no 
Mediam by which he may be convinced of any 
of his Miſtakes. | Nay if your Maxim were true, 
{ might juſtly charge you as a Secret Abettor ot 
the Atian Herely. To convince the World, that 


the whole Body of Chriſtians from the Days of 
the Apoſtles ill the Reformation, many of the 
principal Reformers, and of the molt venerable 
Relormed Divines, did entertain Notions incon- 
ſihent with the Belief of rhe abſolute Erernity of 
the Divine Nature of Chriſt, would certainly be 
a mighty Service to rhe Cauſe of Arianiim. And 


his you have done, if to believe the Perſon of 
e God-Man to be a compound Perſen, is, as You 
* pte it, an Evidence, that the Abſolute Eterni - 


of his Divine Nature is not believed. It were 
juſt to Me to repreſent Vou as holding theſe Con- 
equences. But it will be very di ficult for you 
c9 n your Self from theſe Charges, e- 
you will give up the abſurd Doctrine which 
: 1 very faintly maintain, viz. That one may be 


iy charged with holding all the Confe- 


1uences, deducible trom every principle which he 
eſpouſes. N 55 
By r that the Readers may be convinced of the 
Unkindneſs, and Injuitice of your Conduct iu re- 
preſenting me as guilty of entertaining Arian or 
 vemi-Arian” Notions, give me Leave to publiſh ny 
de World the following Particulars. 
| Waite 1 was at Hannover, September 17 19, be- [UE 
ing traduced as an Arian, or at leaſt 18 2 Favour- 
er of Doctor Clarke's Scheme, theſe Procfs of my 
ocence were in my Abſence and without 
12 5 e 
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en Doctrine, aud particularly againſt Mr. Clasi'; 
new Syſtem which has nia le ſo much Noiſe of late. 


t46) 
2 re nid ore the Presbytery of 
e 
Fit, A Letter at mine to the Reverend Mr. 
Kirkpatrick dated, Londen, Apr. 18. 1719 in which 
1 ſay; the Difenting Ministers in and about Lon en 
are agreed, that the Father, the Word and | 
: To Spirit are one and the ſunie eternal God, an 
perſuaded that this Doctrine: 15 "we ſupported Ly 
Serre le. 7079) 
Secondly, A Letter written i by me to an Hono 
able Gentle man in the North of Ireland dated, Lo. 
don Apr. 30. 1719. in which I ſay, that, ee 
think it ſo evident from Scripture, that the Father, (| 
Mord, and the Spirit are the ſame eternal God, tho! | 
am not under any Apprehenfions of the pr evailin of 
Arianiſm amongſt Us. 
© Thirdly, A Letter written by the Reverend Mr, 
1 Craighead to the Reverend Mr. Kirkpatricl, 
dated, Dublin, Octob. 15. 1719. in which are the 
1 following Words concerning me. hen be ud 
here (Anno 1718) I had occaſion to diſcou. 
with him ſeveral times, about the Debates hi. 
foot in England, and he declared himſelf mo, 
than once in very expreſs Terms, again? the Ari. 


HDuribh, A Certificate by the Reverend Mr. 
Samuel Harper dated Octob. 19. 1719, in these 
Words. 7 do hereby certify, that the Reverend N. 
Samuel Haliday Junior m a Conſerence between hin 
and me at Annabelt where our Presbytry n 

in or about Aug. 1718 did in expreſ, . 
declare his Opinion to be intirely oppoſite to Arianiſin; 11:4 

that he did 6 not in a fingle Sentence or overly Expre/- 

flow, but in 4 Series w Diſc ore aud ſolid reafc dung 0 

t hat Head. 
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poſe, wereatthe {ame time, laid before the Presbyrry 
and the other two by two Gentlemen, of grear 
Probity and ſtrict Honour, wheſe Names are 


known to the ſaid Presbyt xx. 
Tao the Presbytry of Belfaſt was by theſe Evi- 


they wrote a Letter dated, Belfaſt, November 19. 


| Miniſters in Londox, of whom four had been Sub- 


gainſt me, and defiring them to meet together, and 
; 1% conſult of the beſt Meaſures jor inquaring into it —% 
MH bartial Examination of all Evidence: r either 
y le, that the Truth being found out the Preſbytry might 
2 regrdate their own Conduct by it, In this, and indeed 
ee whole Management of this Affair, the Pref- 


Ining Scandal; which I gratefully acknowledge. 


1 turned an Anſwer to that Letter, in which they 

6 allured the Presbytery of Belfaſt, © that from the 
„ Doaverlation which fevera! of them had with 

4 * me and from the Sermons which they had 

- : heard me Preach, they had ſufficient Reaſon 5 
„ © believe me to be Orthodox in the Article of _ 
„or Saxiour's Deiry : and that they all believed 
„ the Charge which had been brought againſt me 


* 


I +; theſe are the Words which they uſe, but I 


dare 


Hſihly, Three other Teſtimonies to the ſame Pur- - 


ol Belfaſt, one by a Gentleman who is fince dead; 


dences perſuaded af my Innocency, Yet that They 
might diſcover their Impartiality and Diligence 
in inquiring into an Affair of that Importance, 
1719. to Eight of the moſt celebrated Diſſenting 
{cribers at Salters-hall, and to ſeven of whom had 


the happineſs ro be intimately known; acquainting 
dem with the Charge which had been brought a- 


took an equitable and Chriſtian Method of 


In December following, the Eight London Miniſters 


do be intirely falſe and groundleſs ”. I have not 
at preſent a Copy of that Letter; and do not 
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dare appeal to your ſelf, whether 1 have n. 


fairly repreſented the meaning of them. 
Torx with this Letter I wrote ons 70 


the Moderator of the Pre, lytry of Belfaſt, in whic 
are the following Words. I nov gladly embrace thi; 
Oppertunity of decluring to You, that I do not believ; 
_ that the LOGOS or LORD of God, ſpoken of in 
the Beginning of St. John's Goſpely is a Being create! 
in time, which I take ro be Arianiſm ; nor yet that + 


is a Being produced by the Will of the Father, whic/ | 
take to be Doctor Clark's Notion ; But en the conti 


my Notion is, that the Word and the Spirit of G1 


are One and the Same, Supreme, Eternal God with t/» 


Father; And Tconſequently believe, that the Word be- 
ing made Fleſh, our Redeemer became the true Im. 
| nuel, God with us ; for as much as in him, that: 
Jay, an his Human Nature all the Fulneſs of the G 
fo nn oo 


| Tnxss Evidences of my Innocence were pro. 


_ duced at a General Synod held ar BelfaF?, Jun: 
1720. Where my Accuſer having nothing to ofi-r 
for making good the Charge which he had 

| brought againſt me, and being forced to plea, 
that he had never repreſented me as an Heretic 
I was acquit by an unanimous Vote, and my Ac: 
cuſer cenſured. Of theſe things you cannot be ig- 
norant, becauſe You. were the Moderator whe! 
this Affair was laid before the Synod, and final“ 
„%%% nts: „ 
Non can You deny, that in the General Sued, 
1721. 1722, and 1723. Lou heard me expre 


my Sentiments very fully, and to your abundar! 


Satisfaction, concerning the Deity of Chriſt, int“ 
Preſence of many Hundreds of Witneſſes, You 
muſt likewiſe: confeſs, that in the Pamphlet which 


you pretend ro Anſwer, I have | ſufficiently declar- 


—— Po 


( 49) 


ed to the World my 8 concerning that Ar- 


tici-, profeſſing, ( Reaſons p. 127. 128.) That 
« from a facred Regard to the Deity of Chriſt, 


cc 


F 
£ 


fc 


refuſe Obedience to thoſe religious Laws, 
- which have been ſuperadded to the Laws of 
the Goſpel, and reje& all thoſe Terms of 
Chriſtian or Miniſterial Communion, which Men 


F have deviſe:! without his Authority: And (that) 


| chink that thus is what the inſpired Apoſtle St: 


45 aul directs Us to do, Col. ii. 8, 9, 10. Verſes 
compared. Beware, ſays he, leſt any Man ſpoil you 

rough Phileſophy and vain Deceit, after he Tra- 
dition of Men, after the Rudiments of the VWorld, 
and not after Chriſt: For in him dwelleth all the 
' Fulneſs of the Godbead bodily 3 and Je are complete : 


Te him. nc 


Ap here X nit but complain of the In⸗ 


juſtice of thoſe, who will traduce as Enemies 


to the ſupreme Deity of Chrill, all who de- 
clare- for the ciolleſt Adherence to his Laws: 
And who are uawilling to admit of any other 
Terms of Communion than thoſe which he has: - 
inſtituted. The inſpired Apoſtte from this ve- 


cy Doctrine infers, that in the Buſineſs of Re- 


sion we ought to diſregard the Tradition of 
* Men and the Elements of the World. Is it not 
; then- hard and unkind to repreſent Men as Ene- 6 
mies to this Doctrine, mectly, becanſe they 


perform a Duty, to which, as St. Paul declares, 


the Belief of this Doctrine obliges them ? 


And indeed, the Apoſile's Argument i is exceed- 

ing ſtrong. For ſeeing that in Jeſus Chriſt all 

e Fulneſs of the Gadhead, 1. e. the Divine Na- 

tore with all s infinite Perfections dwellerh 

* bedily, i. e. truly, it is evident, that we ought 

not to put tue Laws and Thadirions of Men 
| upon 
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for i in the End of the 100th page of your Defence, 
you are pleaſed flatly to deny what I here ſay con- 


Act; To which I will at preſent make no other 
Reply than this, that when you have ſuffer'd a: 
much as I have done for the ſake of a good Con- 


as unſincere And that even then it will be ash 
| flatly to deny, what none but the Searcher of Hearts 
can know to be falſe. But yon do not think ft 


your grand Deſign of reproaching me as an Arias, 

and of rivetting ſuſpicions which have been raiſed 
concerning me in the Minds of ſome by foul and 
. malicious Calumnies. 3 


to traduce me, as one who entertains unſuit a1 
 Apprehenfions, incouf tent with primitive Purity, coir 


not believe the abſolute Eternity and Self-Exif*: 
of the Divine Nature of Chriſt ; and to tell thi 


this, is what I cannor reconcile to the Rules 
Charity, Veracity, or common Juſtice. Your ov! 
: _ Conſcience knows, and the World muſt now e. 
that You had the fulleſt, and cleareſt Evidence 9! 

| the quite contrary. And when it is manifeſt, that 
te Reproach . bich You have caſt upon me by 


Yds (50) 
* upon a Level with his Laws, by making them 
the Rule of our religious Obedience; and that 
we ought not to pay the ſame Regard to 
the Terms of Communion deviſed by Men, 
without his Authority, which we pay tg 
thoſe Terms of 99 which he hath 
* inſtituted. 

I gad that you have not overlook” d this Paſſage, 


cc 


* 


cerning the Principle and Motive on which | 


ſcience, you may with more Decency traduce m 


to quote my Words, becavſe this might dcelca: 


Ax now, Sir, give me Leave to tell you that 


cerning the glorious Son of God ; and as one who doc: 


World, that you have now got eme Evidence 


Name, 


| es 7 2 os 7 
Name, is utterly falſe and groundleſs, I hope that 


Equity, will be impreſs'd with any Calumnies 
which you caſt upon Perſons whom you date nor 
MICE 1 ATe, 85 
hope that the 4% and 52h Pages of your Con- 
derations on my Preface were not reviſed by the 
gewart-· Teuu- Society; and I hope, that none of my 
Prethren in the Miniſtry will approve of fo vile 
an Artifice as You have uſed to injure my Chas 


thoſe Learned and worthy Divines did not reviſe 


- WT c2!! an unaccountable Blunder in one, who would 


ee cldeemed Zealous for what has generally been 


OM courted, the Orthodox Doctrine of the Cr 3 


10 and who has ſubſctibed the Weſtmin#zer-Confe 10 


ft che expreſs Words of it. 


Nt You plainly diſcover Pref. confid. p. 4. lines 17. 
„and 19. that you account it an Error to deny 
dart the ſecond Perſon of the glorious Trinity is Selſ- 
bent. Had you us'd the Aſſiſtence of thoſe jut- 
icious and Reverend Gentlemen, they would have 
it WW i:iform'd You, that tho' all the Orthodox Coun- = 
„es and Synods which have been from the Begin- 
ing of che Chriſtian-Church until this Day have 
x; Dc icved, that the ſecond Perſon of the Trinity 


ocſeſſes the Divine undivided Self-Exiſtent Na- 


n rare, yet they have likewiſe taught that he poſſeſſ- 
it, not of himſelf, but by virtue of a true and 
proper eternal Generation ; being begotten of the Sub- 
ſtance of the Father, Light of Light, and very God of 
ey God, as the ancient Councils and Fathers 


peak; being according to the Modern Phraſcolo- 


% Man who has any Regard to Candour and 


Jlacter. I am the rather inclined to believe that 


that Part of your Pamphlet, becauſe I find that 
in it you have vented what I maſt be allowed to 


87 begotten by an eternal and neceſf Communication 


and 9 — * — — : 
- a On 0 FUR TTT 
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— . | wow 


puted thorovghly Orthodox, have ever ſaid, tha 


begotten, tho all of them agree, that the Divin; 
Nature which is common to all the three Pes 
ſons of the Trinity is S exiſtent and une . 


a very learned and ingenious Diſſenting Minis ef 


And I know that his Books have been very in 
duſtriouſly diſperſed and very highly recommen+ 


Province of Uher, gone into the Notion c 
that famous Englijs Aab J ſhall never L 
able to reconcile it to common Honeſty in 

to ſubicribe che Meſtiuin fter-Confe Vo Jon, or to pic: 20 

for Subſcription co IT, as a neceſſary Term oN 


Confelſion tell us, that the Diſtinction of the ber 
ſons of the Trinity, is, that the Father is os Fl. 
neither begotten nor proceeding : The Son is etc 
| begotten of the Father : The Holy Ghoſt eis. 
ly tr oceeding from the Father and the Son (% 

55 Art. 3 


Pet Cry of Hereſy againſt others, would be at ſom: 
Pains to inform themſelves, concerning the ot 
krines and Phraſes which are accounted Ortho 


(52). 


of 'he Nivine Eſſence from the Father. The Sewers 


Town-Society had you conſulted them would hate 
inform'd you, that no Divines who have been te. 


the ſecond Perſon of the Trinity as diſtinguiſ 
ed from the firſt is abſolutely Selſ-Exiſtent, or u. 


ten. 
1 know, that the Reverend Mr. John 88 


in London does reject the received Doctrine concery 
ing the eternal Generation of the Son of God 


ed by many Subſcribing Miniſters in the Non 
of Ireland : I could offer {ome other Confidera: 1008 


1 think it a Chriſtian Office to raiſe or 
uſpicions in the Minds of any. aa int 


niſterial Communion. For the Compilers of tht 


I iſh that they who. are. 10 fond of raift 191 


by 
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all the Proteſtant-Churches, and have always 


r a accounted ſuch in the Chriſtian World, 


Hv now vindicated myſelf from 2 Charge 


Pg 


of Hereſy, with which you have been pleaſed to 
toad me, I think it my Duty to do Juſtice to thoſe 


of my Brethren, whole Reputation You have en- 


| deavoured to wound, out of meer ill Will co me; 


is may with ſome robability, be concluded from 
the following Contiderations. 


Firſt, The Facts which you groſsly miſrepteſenc ” 
in your Anſwer to my Introduction, p. 9, 10, 11, 12. 
me (in as far as I can gueſs what you have in 
- View ) pretty old. They relate io Things which 
happened, ſome time before the Miniſters in the 
North of Ireland were diſtinguiſhed into Subſcri— 
erg and Nonsſrbſcribers. Now I cannot account 
for your Conduct in not publiſhing them long a- 
go, and in neglecting to acquaint our Eccleſiaſtical 
Aſſemblies with them, if you really Judged. 
this, (as you ſpeak Introduct. confid. p. 14.) to 
be Miſprifion of Tre ſon n the K I NG of 
1 4 IN GS. 
Secondh, I do not perceive how Zeal for the 
purity of Religion, could induce You to men- 
tion Things which happen'd before June 1721 
as Reaſons ſor ſuſpecting any of your Brethren 
of Feterodoxy in the Article of the Supreme Deity 
of Chriſt. For You know, that the General Hod 
did then, without one contradictory Voice fire 
a very ample Teſtimony concerning the Orthodoxy 
ol all their Members, with reſpect to that Ar- 
ticle: And that You in particular, declared in 


open Synod, that Four: Jealouſics were intirely . 
removed. 1 


 Thidh, 


4 
4 
| 
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Thirdly, You were pleaſed to declare in thc 
Committee of Overtures at Dungannon June 14 


1724. that the Cauſe of all the Animoſitics a- 


mongſt Us, is the Countenance and Support give. 
to me by ſome of my Reverend Brethren. Fron 
this I. infer, that the Calumnies contained in 


your Pamphlet, which was then printed, might 


have been ſuppreſs'd, had my Non-ſubſcribing 


Brechren made me a Sacrifice to the Tyrrany and 
Ambition of ſome leading Men. Had you been 
gratify 

Weak: 


yd in that ſingle Point, all would have been 


Iam ſorry to nd, that your Diflike to me 


has induced You to break the Ties of natu- 
ral and revealed Religion in your Behaviour to- 
wards any of my Brethren. The Scandalou: 
Stories which You relate appear to me to, be 
groundleſs Miſtakes, without any other Founda- 
tion than this; a Yonng Gentleman, nearly re- 
| lated to yourſelf, whom you know to be of 2 
_ Chriſtian Spirit, and an impartial Inquirer al- 
ter Truth, did, about Six Years ago, before he 
was crdained to the Miniſtry, examine the dil- 
ferent Schemes of Doctrine concerning the 7r:- 
 ziry, and was not able for ſome time to deter 
mine, which of them is the moſt unexceptionablc. 
At your Deſire he enter'd into a friendly Cor 
reſpondence with You on that Subject; wit! 
reſpect to which, tis probable, that You had 
not then formed your laſt Judgment; for You 
declared your Intention to be, to ger what 
Light You could, as well as to communicate 
What Light You had already got, You will nor 
blame him, I hope, for endeavouring to have 
his Judgment well informed and fixed concern 
5 ing chat important Article of the Chriſtian Faith ; 


nor 


© 55) Ty 
nor for the Method which he took for his * 
ormation. I could wiſh, indeed, that he had 
made Choice of another Correſpondent: For if 
your Reaſonings were as inconcluſive in your pri- 
vate Letters as in ſome of your publick Pertors 
mances, I cannot think ir ſtrange, if your Friend 
was not much aſſiſted by them. N 
AND this, 2 has highly offended 
you. Your Friend did not immediately approve 
of your Notions, and acknowledge your Argu- 
ments to be valid. He ſuſpended his Judgment 
for ſome time after you had come to a final 
Determination. And while he did this, he frank- 
ly own'd it. But you cannot deny, that he 
afrerwards gave You full Satisfaction concern- 


ing the Orthodoxy of his Sentiments in that 


Article. J am one of ſome Hundreds of Wit- 
neſſes, who heard you confeſs this. I am of 


| Opinion, that whoever canchdly conſiders this - 


things, will judge, that your Correſpondent has 
nor been kindly, nor fairly treated by Lou: 


and that worſe Uſage could hardly be expect- . 


e from a Familiar of the Spaniſh Inquiſition. 
What ! muſt a Man be expoſed, and, as far 
15 lies in our Power, ruin'd, if he has com- 
mumcated to a Miniſter of the Goſpel, or an 


intelligent Friend any Doubts which he has 


enrertained concerning an Article of Faith; e- 


ven tho" thoſe Doubrs have been e re- 


Ov ed: 2 


Wur x your Paniphlet was publiſhed, your 1 85 


injur'd Friend thought it his Duty to prevent 


he miſchievous Influence, which it might have 


bad upon the Minds of his Hearers, by drawv- 
ing up a Letter to be Read to, and peruſe : 


4 
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. 
by them. Which Letter, as abridged by him- 
felf, 1 ſhall here publiſh ; adding a ſhort Paragraph 

of à Letter to me from the Reverend Mr. Sami! 
Hay 1 | The Letter 1 is as followeth. 


1 N F ebruary 1718-9 1 was Irvited 20 a Corr TE 1 


dence upon the Subject of the Trinity by Mr. K BN 
| himſelf as 1 am able to make appecr from a Le 
ter under his gun Hand: And in which he. tell, m- 
that he deſign'd nothing iu this but to give what 
Light he cou'd and get from me allo. Mic} 
| Words 1 took as an Jatimation that I ſhou'd be her 
fettly ſaſe iu what I fhowd Write, but it feens 1 


was miſtaken; had 1 been Correſpouding with a Mai 


0 Honour, whoſe Pr omije, even tho but Indireti- 
ly made, is as ſacred as his Oath, I wow this Mu- 
ter vo never have come Abroad, and I mil. 
have propos d my Doubts with al freedom Inaſ in- 
able, which is the tue Mi to come to a thorou 
- Satisfattion ; Bur ſo it has happen'd, that in my fi 
appearing in the World, not long after I had 6 


the Univerſity, when I was Jung and Unexperienc', 


having but little Knowledge of Men, and as line 


Acquaintance with the ways of the World, I Un: 
| fortunately ſel into a e upon this Point 
with this Author, whoſe furious Leal has made 
Him, in this and ſome otter Iaſtanc s, to break thro 
all obligations of Honour and Friendſhip. 


HE may think perhaps that bis contin my 
Name may free him from this Imputation, bus 
mult tell him that in my Opinion it caunot, for te 


Himſell knows very well that tho he has not pril li,. 
ny Name in his Book, yet he has taken care to 
it as a ſecret to a gteat many confidents, who | 


feems * as E Alitute . a ſenſe of Honour 4 


him), 


« 
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| himſelf, bave Whiſper'd it by way of ſecret to h 


nauy that it is now as publickly known and talk'd 


Ain this Country, as if he bad Printed my Name 


at the End of the Letter. He imagines he ſhou'd 
have been guilty of Miſpriſion of Treaſon againſt 
the King of Kings, if he had not betray'd the 
private Converſation or Correſpondence that was be- 
tween s: But whatever Apprehenfions he may have 
of Guilt from ſuch a Concealment in Caſe his Cor- 
1-/pondent Diſcover a willful obFtinate perfiſting in 
his Error, ſure he need not have been under any | 

ſuch fears by having omitted taking Notice of my 
Letter or any thing relating to that Correſpondence, fince 
his Conſcience cannot but tell him that he had Re» 
ceived full Satisfaftion from me. To the Account where- 

IN leſs than half a Year after the beginning of 
this Correſpondence, I happen'd to meet with him at 


Ballywalter, where I had a little Converſation with ” 


him upon the Subject of our Correſpondence; and 1 
told him, that in my Letters to him I perſonated 
Dr. Clarke, and Deſir d that he wou'd not underſtand 
what I wrote as being my fix d Opinion And in 
a follwwuing Letter I put him in Mind of this ; Aud 
in another I told him my Judgment upon this Point 

in theſe Words, viz. I do really believe that Jeſus 
Chriſt is one with the Father, and God over 
al Blefſed for ever, I Believe that the three 


which bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the 
Word and the Spirit are one, but ſo as not 


to Deſtroy the diſtinct Perſonality of each of 
'em, and that they are ſo diſtinguiſh'd, as that 
( Nevertheleſs) a plurality of Gods cannor be 
inferr'd: But as to the Nature (7 fbou'd have 
ſud Modus) of this, Linen and Diſtinction, 1 


think 
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this atteſted by the. Clerk was given ne, bie! 
fent ſtraight to Mr. K. for his farther SatisfaGtin! 
A jew days after we met at Downpatrick, where 


manner difown all theſe Expreſſions, and (ai 


1 e 
think the Scripture has not declared any thing, 
and therefore neither will J. | | 


. AGAIN at the Presbytery before ! Was 07d 1ije 


ed which ſat in January 1719-20 after I Had been 
examin d and approv a, and the Day fix'd jo; my 


Ordination, I declared before the Presbytery my A 
fent to that Paragraph in the Weſtminſter-Con- 
feſſion of Faith, relating to the Doctrine of the 


Trinity, which Runs thus, In the Unity of 1c 


Godhead there be three Perſons c, one o- 
ſtance, Power, and Eternity, God the Father, 
God the Son, and God the Holy Ghoſt. The 
Father is of none, neither Begotten nor Pro- 
ceeding ; The Son is Eternally begotten of the 

Father, The Holy Ghoſt Eternally proceeding 
from the Father and the Son. Aud a. Copy 


ft 


we had fome farther Conves ſation pon the jaws 


Head, with which he declar'd himſelf heartily ſa. 
ti d, and that not only to myſelf, but likewiſe 
the Revd Mr. James Macalpine, to whom J had 
à linle before communicated the Seciet. And I an 

| Credibly inform'd thii in the Year 1 721. Mr. K. 


did in the Face of *h: General Synod in Bella 


acknowledge in Words 10 this effect, that tho“ it: 
deed he had entartain'd Jealouſes of ſome Bre- 
_ thren as to their-yſoundneſs in the Doctrine of t1: 


Trinity, yet now he had received full Satisfaction 
HOWEVER it ſeems Mr. K-, former Teal: 


of me are now reviud, and the reaſon of his He. 
ſuming them be gives us in the 11. 75 imme d. 
ately after the Jetter in the following 


: lords, It“ 
very true this Gentleman did in a very fol 


le 


« 


| 
* 


| (59) 
he never Vented them as his Mind (e ſhou'd 
have Jaid, as his fix d Mind or Judgment, ) yet 
ſometime afterwards confeſſed that he was not 
come to any poſitive Determination, but wait- 
ed for further Light. Now this he ſeems to think 
inconfiſtent with my diſouning theſe expreſſions as 
containing my fix d Opinion, whereas they are jut 
the very ſame, for 70 Jay concerning any thing, that 
1 bave nor fed my Opinion about it, i juſt to Jay 
in other Words, that I am not come to any poſitive 
Determination about it. But I cannot tell what this 
Author means by ſaying ſometime afterwards I con- 
fes d, &c. If he means after the Converſation we 
had -at Downpatrick, he is greatly Miſtaken, for 
I never either Spoke or Wrote to him upon the Doc- 
trine of the Trinity ſince that time, aud for What 
I know Never ſhall, But if he reſerrs to our Con- 


verſation at Baliywalter, it ig very true I did after 


that Acknowledge that I was not come to any poſi- 
tive Determination, ut then this is no more than 
what I had Acknowledged before that Converſation, 
even from the beginning of our Correſpondence, as 
plainly appears from an Expreſſion in the Letter he 


filtent with ſound Reaſon, and ſacred Scripture, 


I am not yet Determin'd concerning it; only 


at preſent I think this following bids pretty 
fair for it. Now this is a way of ſpeaking which 
ſufficiently . Intimates a ſuſpenſe of Judement, and 
a Waiting. for farther Light. Then he comes to 
that which it ſeems is the Reaſon of his reſuming 
bis former Jealoufies, viz.. That I ſhowd hate ſaid 
alſo to a Reverend Brother that I con'd re- 


— i 8 


f { Tnone of my Letters to hin. 
$4 5 * 


has publiſh'd, which is this, As to the Scheme 
(viz, of the Trinity) which I think moſt con- 


. ” 2 1 => 
r ‚‚——— coo 8 * n 


ty) 


: receive © the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper with 
an Arian on the one Hand, and a Sab«llia: 


on the other, and this ſeems. to him to be in. 
conſiſtent with what he Calis my ſolemn Aver 
ment and Recantation before. As to the ſtory, | 

Declare I cannot Recolect that I ſaid fo, but i | 


Did, it was certa'/uly a raſh and unguarded Eu- 
preſſion; if it was deliver'd in ſuch a manner . 
10 le applicable to Perſons Profeſſing eicher of 1 
Errors; Tho after all I cannot ſee that it is any 
thing to Mr. R's purpoſe; But what this (o- 
lemn Averment and Rcecantation before refers; 


to in bis Book i what I cannot gueſs, for ſure 1 


ſaying that I never vented the Expreſſions in tht 
Letter as my fix d Opinion is no Recantation, ww 
ever it may have of an Averment in it, and 'h 
is all the Averment or Recantation that 1 find 
taken Notice of by bim, for he is not fo Cant 
q to mention the Converſation I had with him 
. Downpatrick, with which he declar 'd bimſelf Fai 
Satigfy'd. 


Now Lon the jp 1 have given of this 


Afair, I hope it appears that Mr, K. had no Ren 
n to treat me in the mauner he has done, 


79 take up again any OG: Jealouſy es be bad. of 


Mee 


M r Brethren, it is now above Four Toars 1 nee 


1 have Labowr'd amongſt yeu as your fi d Paſtor, tor, 
aud I have in my Courſe of Lecduring on the Lor 
Day Mornings gone thro* the Tour Goſpels, and how 0 
almoſt finiſb d the Aci of the Holy Apoſtles ; And 

* appeal to you who have been my conftant Hearer;, 

and to thoſe likewiſe who formerly were my Hearer: 

but have now left me, if I have not taken Ne 


tice of ſuch Arguments as thoſe portions of Holy Sc: b. 


ure Aford us for the Oey of our Re 


avi wr 


3 

Sat Miner, aud endeavour'd as well as I was able 
% ſet the ftrength and force of them before Jou, © 
ſave likewiſe at ſeveral different times Prpach'd di. 
rely and projefſedly upon that Subjett, In Aug. 
1722, 1 Preach d two Lord's Days together upon that 
Point, and in one of theſe Kerr” ftating the No- 
ton of Chriſt's Divinity, J expreſs'd my ſelf in the 

Mord, of the Nicene Creed, which was cm. 

2 diretiih) againſt the Ariaus, viz. That our 
Fort Jeſns Chriſt is the only begotten Son ot 
God, Begotten ol his Father before all Worlds, 
God of God, Light of Light, very God of 


cry God, Begotten not made. And a liiele ofs 


ter in the "ſame Sermon I fed theſe Wards, When 
we ſay then that the Son is God, you are to 
underſtand, chat he has all the fame Divine 
derkeckions that the Father has, and is in all 
things Equal to him, excepting that which is the 
peculiar and diſtinguiſhing Property of the Fa- 


ther, viz. the TO AGENNETON as the 


Greeks expreſs it, that is to ſay, his being 


Cabegotten, or as it is very well expreſs'd in 


our Confeſſion of Faith, his being of None, 
neither Begotten nor Proceeding, whercas« the 
Son is Eternally Begotten of the Father. Thus“ 
tor inſtance is the Father Eternal; So is the 
Son, there being no time when he was not, 
and Conſequently he has no beginning. Is the N 
Father every where preſent ? So is the Son, 
and ſo of the reſt of the Divine Perfe&ions {till 
excepting that peculiar Property of the Father 
mentioned above, viz. His being Unbegotten, 
which to aſcribe to the Son wou 'a be to make 
him the r 
AAN no 12 ago | than lf Mouth, pr ench '# 
5 the fame * ee Care” ſ Days, One of the 
Hermon, 


n 

Sermons was from Rom. 9. J. CHRIST WIio 
[4 IS OVER ALL GodBleſled for ever, Amen. 414 
|, the Propoſition 1 laid Doun to be proved was thi; 
I | | That as our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is really aud 
\ |; 8 truly Man, of the Stock of Iſrael, and the ©: 
1 = ſpring. of David according to the Fleſh ; ſo he 


is likewiſe really and truly God, Supreme 9. 
1 ver all, and poſſeſs d of Uncreated Divine per- 
| i, fections. The Lord's Day following I contim- d 79 
1 Preach on the ſame Subject from Coloſ. 2. 9. For 
in him dwelleth all the fullneſs of the God- 
1 head Bodily, Which words I explain d this, By 
. the fullneſs of the Godhead we can underſtand 
 _rothing elſe than the perfections of the Divine 
Wi Nature; by ſaying that the fulneſs of the God. 
__ head dwelleth in Chriſt, the Apoſtle Means 
FP that Chriſt is poſſeſs d of all Divine Perfect. 
=. ons, and that the Divine Nature reſides 
| him, and abides with him, and when he ſays that 
tt dwells in him Bodily, the meaning I thin! 
z,, really and truly, or that the Deity Diſplay- 
cd himſelf to Mankind in our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 

in a much more Glorious and effectual Man- 
ner, than he ever did to the Patnarchs, or 
the Jewiſh-Church, while he was ſaid to 
dwell in their Tabernacle or Temple, the wholc 
can import no leſs, than that he is truly God 
Z ẽ¾ds well as Man, that all Divine Perfections be- 
I! long to him, and that in a Word he has every 
/'! + thing that the Father has, except his being 
the Father. As he himſelf tells ns John 16. 15. 
All things that the Father hath are mine. 
| © THESE paſſages You cannot but Remember, a 
| as J had Reaſon to believe they were Satisfattor) 


— 1 


3 — 


This expreſſion is Pr, Calamy's, ſee his Sermons on the Trinity, 
RN | 33% ons ones TM 


- 


1 n 5 
jou when they were deliver d from the Pulpet, ſo 
bope you will find no Reaſon to Quarrel them, 
now that you have an opportunity to peruſe them at 
your Leiſure. | | EEO FS CY 

1 ſhall 'now take Notice of fome Stories publiſo d 
in the next page of Mr. K—'s Defenſe (viz. p. 12.) 
which belieue are pointed at me. The fiſt is, 
That a Member of the Belfaſt Society, after 
Reading the Pacific a&, ſaid he was ſorry that 
both Miniſters and People were ſo ty'd up to 
the Confeſſion of Faith, as if all in it were 
true. This I gueſs to be meant of me, and if ſo, 


t that purpoſe, but if I had, I ſee no Reaſon to 
„ Apham'd of it, nor any juſt Ground of Offence 
„ it to any Proteſtant. Another Story, meant 1 
ſuppoſe of me, joliows in the next Paragraph, In the 
Year 1721. the ſame Gentleman being asked, 
whether he did not profeſs to be a ſound Prefs 


Church of Scotland, when Ordained among them: 


| 11s Mind, and tho' he had Subſcrib'd the Con- 
{con of Faith, when he was Licens'd, it was 
his Father and another Miniſter that bro't him 
to do it, and if it were to do again he wou'd 
not do it. The firſt part of this Story about my 
profefling- to be a ſound Presbyterian, and to 
fand by the Principles of the Church of Scot- 
land ts falſe, for no ſuch Queſtions were propos d 
me at my Ordination. And therefore I had 0 
| Occaſion to make ſuch a Profeſſion, as to my ſaying 
had altered my Mind I appeal to the Reverend 
Mefſers WM. BIGGAR and Fran. Mount- 
gomery; if it was not only about Church Power 
7 our mo 3 


a the Anſwer I ſhall make to it, is this, that I | 
| Did not ſay what is here mentioned, nor any Thing 


byrerian, and to ſtand by the Principles of the _ 


He Anſwered he did ſo, but he had alter d 


e * & , 
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be thinks he has Reaſon, and finds that he was fun- 
- merly Miſtaken ? He who thinks there is @ faul. 
in doing ſo, muſt either be a Papiſt, or gyoſsly . 
norant of the Operations of the Human Soul, and 


ſert imperfets St te. And as to the latter part «/ 
' the Story that it was my Father and another 
Mimſler that brot me to Subſcribe the Con- 
feſſion when I was Licens'd, it is falſe, and 
FKaandalous; neither my Father, nor the other M. 
niſter he reſer rs t0, word ever have deſir d me 


4 doubting Mind, and tho I bad not even the 


oo Commonly made by Ecclefiaſticks, yet I had + 
ſcrupls of Submitting in ſome ſmall Inſtances, vs: 
g Was it any pinch. 10 my Conſcience 10 Subſcribe the 
| Confeſſion at the Defiie of the worthy and Ji. 
dlicious Miniſters by whom I was Licens'd, for ther 
ald d me to explain myſelf as io the fenſe in u 


to be a good Abridgment of Chriſtian Divini 
ty, and in the Main of it agreeable to th: 
Holy Scriptures, bur I cou'd not Juſtifie every 


cation I was ready to Subſcribe it. They were 
5 all Satisfy'd, and ſo I Subſcrib'd. 


| "have ſaid that 1 wou'd not Subſcribe the 
I of the Old . New. Teſtament, a? 


(54) 
and Subſcription 1 20 * forms of. Faith that i 
were ſpegking when 1 ſaid I had alter d my Mind, 
But tho it had been alout any thing elſe, pray 
where is the harm of one's altering his Opinion when 


the weakne)s of our Underftandings in this our pre- 


to do any thing either againſt my Conſcience, or 11 


any great Opinion of the Claims of Power that at 


I cou'd fajely Subſcribe, and I told them, that | 
look'd upon the Weſtminſter Confeſſion of Fairh, 


Expreſſion in it, and that with this Qualik- 
A third fad? ] am chavg'd with * I 05 


, they 


* * 1 


„3 


they ate now Tranſlated, This is 4 Bf ere 


zation of what I ſaid. Which was only that I be- 
liey > wp Man of Stuſe wow'd. requite me to Subs 


ſerihe the Tranſlation of the Bible, for the meaning 


of ſuch à Subſcr zption muſt be, that one believes it 


i be exattly agreeable to the originals. This 7 tho't 
% Man of Senſs uon d require of me, and I ad- 


ded likewiſe, that I was not ſo much Maſter of the 
Originals as to be able to Determine whether the Tranf- 


lation be in all things agreeable to them or not. A, 


terwards in conference with ſome Neighbouring M:- 


iter in. preſence of ſome of the Elgers, I told them 
at 1 had no other thy'ts of Tranſlations of the Bible 
than what were common to all Pyoteftants, and that 


did believe” the Books of the Old and New Tef- 


ae Revelations which God has been gracibuſty pleasr'd 

% make to the Morla, both in Tranſlations, (and par” 
cr in our Enzlih one,) and in the origin. 
5 ET ig MEWS. us 


HE Fourth : and la? Story about me ig with 


Relation to Pſalms and Hymns; And being ask d 
et he) why he uſed one kind of Pſalms. in 
nis Family and another in the Public, he an- 
wer d what was that to any Man what he usd 
in his Family, and farther added that the Pfalms 


of David were Compoſed for the Fewjh cxco- 


_ nomy, and were got fit for the Goſpel Diſpen- 
fation. J think imeed it i uo. Man' buſineſ, what ” 
Verfion of the Lſalmi, I uſe in iny Family, or whe” 
ther I confine that Part of F.unily Worſhip to the 


Plalms of David, or uſe hkewiſe fuch other Parts 


of Holy Scripture as are fitted for Singing. But 

I never Jaid that the Pſalms of David were nor 
fie for the Goſpel Diſpenſation, the” I Doult wt 
but I might have ſaid that ſome other places of Seriv= 


| ! 5 - | 


; ta 66 18 
aße are more fit. (and if M. K thinks other. 
wiſe Tm ſorry for it ) And therefore T think we 

pound in our public Aſemblies and Families & thy 
forme other places of Scripture both in the Old aut 
Neu Teftament, as. well as the Pſalms of” David; 
and I muſt beg Leave to tell you, that I Look 15 
ben the uant of this to be a great Deſeft in o.,. 
 #orſhip. And Jog d think the ſupply of this wa"? 
8 be better worth the Pr deration of our General = 
Wt nud, than thoſe fruitleſe Contentions which have of lore ; 
Years taken up their time and tho ts. : 
1 . THUS I have finiſb d what 1 intended 1 
1 3 ſay to you to Vindicate my ſelf from the Aſperſi- 
„ ens Caſt upon me by Mr. R in this bis ng ) 
Denne... 
Wl '' "BRETHREN an Heart's Defire and Pray. 
20. God for you ir, that you may be Saved, th 
for this End yur may Abound in Truth ol Lore 
5 4 Holineſs, and that your Converſations may be 


—— 


24 it becometh the Goſpel. This is the finer 
HRT _ couſtant Prager. Fi Tour  AﬀeRtionare Poſe 
oF e FF 
—_ Ju 30th 1724. 
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a. A A Paragraph of a Later from the Nene Mr 
= oa. Harper dated, e N 29. 


1 N r 1 $67 e 
Nth 1 HEARING, the 75 VOY, an Anſar in 
i the. Preſs w the perſona Refteftions contained 5 


,. Kennedy's Pamphlet, think it proper to i. 
Ft form Tou, that according to the Defire of ſome of 
in Brethren 1 have written to him, to kuow, 
whom be intended (Introd. conſid. p. II.) by 1 
Gentleman, who, not only argued againſt Adam 


Van being e to his Poſterity, but ac. 
_ rrally 


Cog” OS. 


cually deny'd it . could obtain no Satisfatti- 
on from him. He inly declines to name the per- 
for concerned, tho 1 have twice, in a Spirit of 
Meekneſs, urged him to de this, It appears to me 


 veaſonable and juſt, that th: World conſider that 


Charge, as a falſe and maliciovs Calumny, till he 


ame the Perſon accuſed; and prove the Fatt. His 


laſt Letter to me favours ſo little of the Chriſti- 
au, the Miniſter, or the Gentle iu, that I think the 
poor Man is to be pity d and pray d for, rather than 


reafon'd with, itt his preſent Tranſports. I am . 


Your c. V 
Sau Harris 


F have now finiſhed the Buſineſs of this Let- 


der; tho' I am ſenſible, that I, and ſome of 
your Brethren upon my Account, have been 


very ill uſed by You, yet 1 heartily forgive 


Lou. Tis my Wiſh and Prayer to God, that 
for the future, none of Us may countenance 

the blackeſt of Vices; I mean ſealouſy, Cen 
ſoriouſneſs, Evil ſpeaking, Pride, Envy and Ma-  _ 
lice: And that we all may contribute aur 
joint Endeavours to bring Men into an humble. 
meek, patient, peaceful, charitable, and God- 
like Temper. This will afford us Comfort 


when we reflect upon our own Conduct, and 


Confidence when we ſhall appear before Ms 
Tribunal, who is the King of Righteorfuefe, and 
%%% A 


CECE 
1995 e Dur mo humble Servant; - ? 
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